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RO M 155 Eſtablilnment of Chriſtian in this 
Nation, till the XIVth „the Canons of 
the Engliſh Church, as well as thoſe of all other 
| Churches, were made by the Metr 
| Biſhops 3 in a Provincial Synod ; to which the Presb 
were not Summon' d, as having IRR inf the Eccle 
cal Legiſlature. - 

About the XIIIth Century, when our Kings begun to 
have the Subſidies of the Church granted in Convocation, 
the Lower-Clergy begun alſo to he Summon'd, and to ap- 
pear there, in Perſon, or by their Repreſentatives ; ,. becauſe 
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as free-born Subjects of England oy could Þ Hot be Tax'd "Op 


litan and 
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(4) 


without their own Conſent. But Eccleſiaſtical Laws and 


Conſtitutions continu'd to be made on 
nads, conſiſting of the Metropolitan and his Suffragans, as 
. Governours of the Church; according to the Uſage of all 
other National Churches and Provincial Synods, where- 
ever Chriſtianity was Eſtabliſh'd. 

Towards the end of the XIVth Century, Eccleſiaſtical 
Conſtitutions begun to be made, where Subſidies had been 
a good while granted, in the Provincial Convocation of 
Prelats and Clergy ; and the Confent of the Clergy, hav- 
ing been neceſſary to the Sublidy-Bills, was required alſo 
to the making of Eccleſiaſtical Laws: And ſo the Clergy 
were let into a Share in Conſtitutions alſo, wherein 
they had no concern before, and came to have it ow, in 


Caſe of Mony. 


By this Means it came to be a peculiar Privilege of Eng- 
liſh Presbyters, that their Conſent ſhould be neceſſary to 
the paſſing of any Conſtitution, before it could be of force 
in the Exgliſb Church; and to that end, the Clergy are of 
neceſſity to be Summon'd, as oft as the Prince iſſues his 
Writ, and the Archbiſhop: his Mandate, for a Provincial 
Synod. 

"Before the 25th of Henry VIII. the Archbiſhop was at 
liberty (as Metropolitans in all Ages had ever been) to 
Summon. his Provincial Synod whenever he ſaw Cauſe ; 
but by that Statute, he is bound to wait for the Royal 
Writ, as a Warrant to iſſue his own Mandate of Summons. 
The Writ is directed to the Archbiſhop alone, deſiring and 
commanding him to Summon the Biſhops and Clergy of 
his Province, in the accuſtom*d Method, to appear before 
him at St. Pauls, or elſewhere, as he ſhall ſee Cauſe. (4) 
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(a) Ad comparendum coram vobis in Eccleſia Cathedrals. S. Pauli 3 


vel alibi, prout melius expedire videritis, cum omni celeritate accomoda, mo- 
do debito Convocari faciatis. 


The 


ty in Provincial Sy- 


conſequence of that Cuſtom of giving their Conſent in the 
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The Archbiſhop of Canterbury having receiv'd the Roy- 
al Writ, does in his own Name, and under his own Seal, 
direct his Mandate to the Piſhop of London, as Dean of 
the Province; and therein, reciting the Writ, requires him 
to Summon the Suffr azar Biſhops, and by them the Clergy, 
to appear before Him or his Commiſſary at a certain Day, 


and to attend ſuch further Continuations to Time and Place, 


as ſhall then be found neceſſary (a) 


On the Day appointed for their Meeting, the Biſhop- 


of London exhibits his Return, directed to the Metropoh- 


tan; in which he certifies, under his Epiſcopal Seal, that in 


purſuance of his Grace's Letters Mandatory, and by Autho- 


rity thereof, he has Summon'd the Biſhops and Clergy of. 


the Province to appear before him on that Day, and in that 
Place. (6) | 


In like manner, every Biſhop makes a Return of Mem- 


bers from his reſpective Dioceſe, in an. Inſtrument under 
his Hand, and the Seal of his See, immediately directed to 


the Archbiſhop: In whoſe Regiſtry theſe Returns are all 
depoſited, as legal Teſtimonies of the Right of every Mem- 
ber to a Place in the Provincial Synod, and of the Metro- 


politan's Right to their Attendance therein. 


The Archiepiſcopal Summons being fix'd to a certain” 


Day, with an Intimation of ſuch farther Attendance as ma 


(a) Fraternitati veſtræ Committimus & Mandamus guatenus omnes &. 
ſingulos Epiſco pos. per empeorie citetis-—. & per eos, Decanos, &C. pe- 


remptorie Citari & Præmuneri volumus, quod iidem Epiſcopi, Decani, & 


Archidiaconi----- compareant coram Nobis in Domo Capitulari-.-- die 
cum Cont inuat ione S Prorogatione dierum extunc Sequentium & locorum fi 
oporteat fienda. | | 

b) Reverendiſſimo, & c. Literas veſlras Reverend(ſimas Citatorias & Mo- 
nitoriales, &c. recepimus----- Quarum quidem literarum vigore pariter & 
Authoritate, Nos---- Londen. Epiſcopus, omnes & ſingulos Confratres noſtros, 
dec. peremptorie Citari & Premoneri reſpecti ve fecimus, Quod iidem Epiſ- 
copi, Decani, & c. compareant co ram Paternitate veſtra Reverendiſſima=-=--- 
die & loco eiſdem veſtris literis Reverendiſſimis plenius ſpeciſicat. & deſig- 
nat. cum Continuatione & Prorogatione dierum extunc ſequen', & locorum, 


fi & quatenus expediat. 


appear to be neceſſary , is not fully comply'd with by the 


$0.29 LS 
firſt Day*s appearance: And therefore the Buſineſs of one 
Day being over, the Metropolitan (whoſe Preſence in his 
Provincial Synod, either in Perſon, or by a Commiſſary 
ſpecially deputed, is at all times abſolutely »eceſſary ro make 
a Synod) Continues the whole Convocation of Biſhops and 
Clergy to a further Day, by ſolemnly Reading and Signing 

an Inſtrument of the following Form. 


* Shel- N Dei nomine Amen. Nos * Gilbertus Providentia Di- 
vina Cantuarienſis Archiepiſcopus totius Angliæ Primas 

& Metropolitanus , rite & legitime procedentes, Præſentem 
Convocationem ſive ſacram Synodum Provincialem Præla- 
+ This torum & Cleri noſtre Cantuarienſis Provincie [ alias aſq; ad 
Clauſe & in hos. diem horam & Locum Continuatam & Prorog atam, ] 
is 173 net non omnia & ſiugula Certiſicatoria hactenus introducta, ac 
debt fa introducenda & non introducta, in eodem Statu quo nunc ſunt 
the Con- u/q; ad & in diem Mercurii, decimum ſextum Viz. diem Men- 
tinuation {is Octobris Inſtan inter horas octadam & duodecimam ante me- 
8 ridiem ejuſdem diet, ad hunc locum, una cum ulteriori Continu- 
”* atione & Prorqg at ione dierum ex tunc ſequentium, & Loco. 


rum (ſi oporteat ) in ea parte fiendis, Continuamus & Proroga- J 


mus in his Scriptis. : 
Gilb. Cant. 


| g — = = 7 ade 
8 3 54 
7 OG PO at te 
— * Y 


This is the firſt remaining Schedule of a Continuation 
by the Archbiſhop in Perſon (all the more ancient ones x 
having been Burnt in the Fire of London:) and by a Schedule 
of the ſelf ſame Form it is, that the ſucceeding Archbiſhops, 
particularly the 7 1 have all along Continu'd the Pro- . 
vincial Synod of Biſhops and Clergy. It 1s therefore the : 
genuine meaning of this Inſtrument, and the ſeveral Terms 
thereof, that muſt teach us the true Force and Extent of 
3 the Act of Continuation. | | 


7 a . * | 60s." " 
I. Nos Gilbertus, Providentia Divina Cantuarien(is Ar- 
chiepiſcopus, tot ius Angliæ Primas & Metropolitanus, &c. 


It 
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(7) 

It is, we fee, the ſingle Ack of the Metropolitan, be- 
cauſe exercis d in purſuance of his original Summons ;, which 
is a perſonal Authority veſted in him by the Conſtitution 
of our own Church, and all other Epiſcopal Churches from 
the Primitive Times. By that Summons, the Biſhops and 
Clergy (as bas been oblerv'd) are cited to appear before 
him on a fix: day, with an additional Obligation to attend 
ſuch farther Continuations, as may then be found neceſſary 
or expedient. And fo, the Archbiſhop who firſt Sum- 
mon'd in his own Name, doth either by himſelf or by a 


Commiſſary ſpecially deputed for that end, require the 


farther Attendance (intimated in the firſt Summons) by 


this Authoritative Act of Continuation. 

For the fame Reaſon, the Inſtrument by which the ab 
ſent Members are pronounc'd Contumaciow (commonly 
call'd the Schedule of Contumacy) runs in the Name of the 
Metropolitan alone ; this Judicial Authority in Matters 
that relate to Artendance, being a Right which immediately 
flows from his Summoning· Power. Whereas all Matters, 
to the of which the previous Confent and Autho- 
rity of the Synod is requir'd, are expreſly ſaid in the Inſtru- 
ments to be Enatted by the Conſent, Advice, or Authority 
thereof. And if the two foreſaid Acts, of Continuation and. 
Declaration of Com umacy, were Ads of the Synod; no reaſon. 
can be given, why they Uike all other Ads that require 
the previous confent of the Body) fhould not 22 the 
Authority of the Synod. On the contrary, the Inſtrument, 


we ſee, expreſſes no Authority beſides that of the Metro- 


a; and his Authority therein is immediately deriv'd 
the firſt Sutnmons, which is confeſſedly a — Act. 
And theſe two (vir. the Title to {ſuch a Power in virtue 
of his firft Summons, and the filence of the Inftrument as tb 
any other Concurring Powet) are a full proof that the Act 
of Continuation, the Point we are at preſent concern'd 
with, is in ſtrictneſs of Law a Perſonal Act. 
*Tis true, that AQ is mentioned in the remaining Regi- 


5 of the Upper - houſe from 1562. as done wih rhe 
© Conſent of the Biſbops; it being natural for the Prefident to 


confer 
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(8) 
confer with his Brethren about the moſt condenient day for 
the next meeting, and no leſs natural for the Regiſter ro 
repreſent the Appointment upon that deliberation, as made 
and ſettPd by common Conſent. But the Inſtrument of Con- 
+* tinuation clearly ſhows that in ſtrictneſs of Law, the Act, 
with the Authority of it, is the Metropolitan's alone: and 
accordingly, we find it has been often fixt and executed by 
the Archbiſhop or his Commiſſary, when none of the Bi- 
{hops were preſent. | | 
"How far the Language of the Regiſters 1mplying the 
Conſent ef the Biſhops, may upon the foot of Cuſtom give 
their Lordſhips a Right of Conſenting, as oft as they are 1 
preſent ; I ſhall not enquire, becauſe it is not to the preſent * 
purpoſe. For tho? we ſuppoſe the Suffragan-Biſhops, not- 
withſtandiog the Silence of the Inſtrument, to be entitPd by ; 
Vage to a ſhare in that Act; this will no way help the Iz. 1 
ferior Clergy, who have no ſuch U/aze to plead; their pre- = 
vious Content having never been askt in the memory of 
Man, nor any Marks remaining upon the Journals of 
either Houſe that it was ever cuſtomary, before or ſince 
the Separation of the Synod into two Houſes. The pro- 
ducing ſome Precedents of that kind, is conceiv'd to be abſo- 
lutely neceſſary to warrant the preſent claim of the Majo- 
rity of the Inferior Clergy upon this Head; becauſe, in L 
truth, nothing elſe can warrant it: And therefore the g 
have been often deſir'd to make the Cuſtom appear, but 
in vain; the Records of Convocation not affording the 
leaſt pretence for any ſuch Caſtom or Claim. £3 
Whether therefore this Continuing or requiring farther At- 
tendance, be confider'd as an effect of the Summoning-power;, 
or whether according to the Schedule, as that runs in the * 
Name of the Metropolitan alone; or laſtly as the Act ſtands 
mention'd in the remaining Journals; all Circumſtances 
concur to exclude the late pretences of the Lower Houſe. 
And, as {or the Suffragan-Biſhops, our preſent Metropoli- 
tan has been ſo far from entrenching upon any Right or 
Claim that may be preſum'd to ariſe from that Clauſe Cam 
conſenſa Fratrum in the Upper-houſe Books, that he has 
A never 


(95) 

never exercisd his Authority in this particular without 
taking the Conſent of his Brethren, when preſent, and 
having an expreſs Entry made in the Regiſter, of its be- 
ing exercis'd with ſuch Conſent. 

Agreeably to the foregoing Obſervation, that the Power 
of Continuing is deriv*d from the firſt Summons to a cer- 
| tain Day, Cum continuatione dierum, &c. it is obſervable, 
That the Royal Writ of Prorogation (directed to the Me- 
tropolitan alone) expreſly recites that Clauſe of the Archie- 
piſcopal Mandate, after it has requir'd him to Prorogue 
the Convocation in the uſual Form to a certain Day. For 
the Writ having nam'd the Day to which he ſhall Pro- 
rogue, goes on thus, Tunc tenend. & proſequend'. una cum 
wlteriore Cont inuat ione dierum & locorum prout convenit. 
Whereas, when the Prince Commiſſions a certain Number 
of the Nobility to Prorogue the Parliament, the Commiſſi- 
on adds to the Time appointed, the Words tunc tenend. 
& proſequend. but ſtops there, without the additional men- 
tion of further Continuations. And the ground of this dif- 
ference between the Prince's Prouincial Writ, and his Roy- 
al Commiſſion, is plain enough. In the Writ he ſpeaks of 
farther Continuations, becauſe the Perſon to whom alone 
it is directed, is knowa to be veſted with a Power of Con- 
tinuing in Right of his firſt Summons : But the Commiſſi- 
on takes no notice of farther Continuations, becauſe the 
Perſons to whom it is directed are known not to have any 
Power in themſelves either to Summon or to Continue. 

The Writ (I fay) is directed to the Archbiſhop, as the 
Commiſſion is to the Nobility ; but in the Executions of 
theſe there is this remarkable difference, That the Com- 
miſſioners are requir'd, and thereby ſpecially empower'd, 
to Prorogue in the Name of the Prince (3); but the 
Archbiſhop is only Commanded 1n general to Prorogue the 
Convocation in DUE FORM and manner (). Who 
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(a) Dantes vobi 5 plenam poteſtatem ad preſens Parliamentum noſt rum uc- 
mine noſtro Prorogand. f 


(S) Vobis mandamus quod, &c, debito modo Prorogetis. "RY 
| | baker BD there 
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(610) 
therefore having receiv'd the Royal. Writ, Prorogues ac- 
cording to the Tenor of it, in his ow» Name, and in a 
Schedule of the 2 Form; and whoever ſhall not attend 
according to that Prorogation, is puniſhable with Ecæleſi- 
aſtical Cenſures, to be inflicted by the Archbiſhop. Tho” 
therefore the Prince (without the Authority of whoſe Writ 
the Archbiſhop cannot Summon a Convocation) has the 
Right allo to command a Prorogation or Suſpenſion of 
their meeting, as oft as he ſees cauſe to inter poſe; yet ſo far 
is our Conſtitution from violating the Power and Autho- 
rity of the Church in her Synodical Meetings, that even 
the legal Commands of the Prince, ſignify'd by his Writ, 
are not executed but in a Canonical way; and the Writ 
exprelly leaves the Metropolitan to his ordinary Power of 
Continuing or Proroguing, when the Synod comes toge- 
ther again, and proceeds to Buſineſs at the end of that Pro- 
rogation. | 2 

If any doubt could remain, whether that Clauſe in the 
Archbiſhop's Mandate (cam Continuatione dierum, &c.) 
be a Teſtimony of his Right to require their Attendance 


on ſuch further days as he ſhall appoint; I might obſerve, 


that in his Viſitations, as well Dioceſan as Metropolitical, the 
Citation which he iſſues, is in the very ſame Style; and in 
virtue of that Clauſe he is entitPd to the attendance of eve- 
ry Member concern'd, according to the Appointments he 
(hal make, till that Viſitation be conchidat 


II. Preſentem Convocationem five Sacram Synodam Provincia- 
lem Prelatoram & Cleri noſtræ Cautuarienſis Provincie. 


The Phraſes Præſens Convocatio and præſens Parliamentum, 
are known in the Language of both theſe Bodies, to ſigni- 
fy the Convocation and Parliament then in being. And fo 
here, the præſens Convocatio ſive ſacra Synodus Prelatorum & 
Cleri Cant. Prov. is the Provincial Synod; firſt fummon'd to 
appear in one Body before their Metropolitan, and then act- 
ing under him as Preſident of the whole; without whoſe 
Preſence, in Perſon or by his Commiſſary, there can be no 
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(1) 
Synod, by the Rules either of our own, or any other Epiſ- 
copal Church that ever was in the World. 

The Biſhops and pom, in an Engliſh Provincial Synod 
are jointly Continu'd by the ſame AQ, becauſe they are oxe 
Body united in the Metropolitan of the Province ; and when 
any Members ſhall break looſe from the Head , and form 
into a ſeparate Body, and ſet up a new Government with- 
in themſelves, pretending to exerciſe Juriſdiction by their 
own proper Authority, and particularly, to appoint and 
hold Che Seſſions of their own ; ſo far they Act unlike 
the Members of a Provincial Synod. Eipecially, if they be 
Presbyters who form themſelves into ſuch a ſeparate Govern- 
ment, and (which 1s a neceſſary conſequence) ſet up a 
Juriſdiction within themſelves ſufficient to maintain it; fo 
far they act more like Members of a Presbyterian Aſſembly, 
than of a Provincial Synod or Epiſcopal Church. For ſuch a 
Synod and Church acknowledge no Authority or juriſdi- 
tion in Presbyters, but what is exercis'd by immediate 
Commiſſion from their Eccleſiaſtical Superiors, the Metro- 
politan and Biſhops : An independent Government and Au- 
thority of Presbyters, is no where aſſumed but in a Presby- 
terian Church, and by a Presbyterian Aſſembly. 

It has been pleaded, That our Engliſh Provincial Synod 
is a Parliamentary Body; but, we ſee, the Inſtrument by 
which it is Continu'd from time to time, ſtyles it a Sacred 
Synod, and a Provincial Convocation of Prelats and Clergy ; 
(a) and all the methods both of Summoning and Acting, 
ſhow the Conſtitution of it to be truly Eccleſiaſtical ; how- 
ever earneſtly ſome Men have labour'd to make it a Civil 
Body, on purpoſe to diſengage Presbyters from the Govern- 
ment and Authority of their Superiors in the Church. - It 
is Summoned (as Synods have ever been) by the Autho- 
rity of the Metropolitan, and upon a Mandate under the 
Archiepiſcopal Seal: The Returns are all made to the ſame 


(4) This is prov'd at large in Synod. Anglicana, Chap. 1. The Method 
of Summoning an Engliſh Convocation ; and in the two following Chapters 
explaining the eſtabliſhr Methods of Opening it, 
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(12) 

Metropolitan: To Him the Puniſhment of Abſence be- 
longs; and Attendance is enforc'd by no Cenſures but what 
are purely Eccleſiaſtical, The Members can have no Union 
but in Him; and con'equently, as we have ſaid before, 
there can. be no Provincial Synod, nor any Seſſion of ſuch 
a Synod, except He (as the only Prefident over the whole). 
be preſent in Perſon or by his Commiſſary. 

*Tis true, here in Eg land, the Inferior Clergy having a 
Right to ſeparate Reſolutions, have alſo a. Right to ſeparate 
Debate; for which end they us'd anciently to Retire, as 
the Metropolitan and Biſhops (in whoſe Room they then 
fat) ſaw occaſion for it; and having come to their Reſo- 
lution, they return'd thither, and remain'd in the ſame 
Place till there ſhould be a new occaſion to Retire. As the 
Buſineſs of Convocation increas'd, the Retirements became 
of courſe more frequent, and by degrees grew at laſt into 
a ſeparate State, as to Debates: (a) But that Separation 
went no further than Debate; for as to the Authority by 
and under which they acted, the Metropolitan continu'd 
as much their Preſident in the ſeparate as he was in the anited 
State. It is the Archbiſhop that inflicts Eccleſiaſtical Cen- 
ſures upon the abſent Members, as he has always done; 
and, at the head and with the conſent of his Suffragan-Bi- 
ſhops, he ſends for the Interior. Clergy to the Upper-houſe, 
as he ſees occaſion, either in a Body, or by the Prolocutor. (b) 
As for the Prolocutor, being choſen by the Clergy and con- 
firm'd by the Archbiſhop and Biſhops, he becomes thereby 
the Authentic Conveyer of the Commands of the Metro- 
politan and Biſhops, and of the Clergy*s Anſwers and Re- 
{olutions.; that is, one principal part of his Office, is, to 
preſerve a conſtant Correſpondence between the Archbiſhop 
and Biſhops, and their Clergy , and a real Union in their 
Proceedings, as they are really but one Body. 


— 


—— 


(a) Syn. Angl. Cap. v. Of the Separation of the Inferior Clergy from the 
Bs 8 | | 
( 50 Hn, Angl. Cap. iv. Of ebe Election and Office of a Prolocutor. 
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( 13) 

It is very plain, that this Separation in Debates did not 
at all diminiſh the Autharit) which the Metropolitan and 
Biſhops anciently had : becauſe ſince that Separation, the 
Cuſtom has always been for the Archbiſhop and Biſhops 
not only to ſend for the Clergy, or the Prolocutor, as they 
ſaw occaſion, but () to Command and Require them to con- 
ſider and prepare any Buſineſs committed to their Care; 
and not only ſo, but (6) to direct the Methods of Conſider- 
ing it, and (c) preſeribe a time fot the Return of it; and 
wht the Lower Houſe were not ready at the time ap- 
pointed, then to grant them a longer Day, and that ſome-- 
times at the expreſs Requeſt of the Clergy. Thus it cer- 
tainly becomes Presbyters of an Epiſcopal Church, in Daty, 
to carry themſelves towards their Eccleſiaſtical Superiors ; 
and thus the former Presbyters of our own Church have 
ever done, and many of the Inferior Clergy continue to 
do at this day, in oppoſition to the late Practices of the 
majority. Wherein they act agreeably to the primitive di- 
ſtinction between Biſhops and Presbyters in Order and Au- 
thority, and to our receiv'd Doctrin that the Government 
of the Church is originally. veſted in the. Biſhops, and, 
laſtly, to our Conſtitution, which makes a Provincial Synod, 
one Body, and enjoins the Presbyters (as Members thereof) 
to act under the Influence and Direction of their Metropo- 
litan and Biſnops. . OE 

Tho? therefore the Records of Convocation ſtyle the. 
Clergy thereof the Lower-Howſe, they are not in virtue of 
that Denomination preſently entitPd to new Independent 
Rights or Privileges ; which muſt always be meaſur'd by 
the original Relation between Biſhops and Presbyters, and 
by their Proceedings from time to time, as Members of 
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(a) Ibid. Cap. vii. The Right of the Archbiſhop and Biſhops to require tbeir 
cans confider and prepare Buſineſs. 
Y bid. Cap. viii. entitld, Right of the Archbiſhop, &c. to order Com- 


mittees of the Lower-houſe. 


(e) Ibid. Cap. ix. All theſe Particulars, about the Return of Buſineſs; 
are proy'd from the Original Acts, 
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an Exgliſh Provincial Synod. By both which Rules (we 
{ce) this Separation of the Clergy into two Houſes, can ex- 
tend no further than the Convenience of Debate, ſince the 
Lower-houſe act under the ſame Preſident (ſtyl'd even in the 
Ac of Uniformity, Preſident of the Convocation) and in 
their Proceedings are as much ſubject to the Direction and 
Authority of their Eccleſiaſtical Governours ( when theſe 
ſee Caule to interpoſe) as if they were always preſent with 
them in the Upper-Houſe. By the Doctrin of all Epiſco- 
pal Churches, Presbyters can exerciſe no Authority, but 
what is deriv'd from their Spiritual Superiors ; and accord- 
ing to this Doctrin, Presbyters in all former Convocations 
have readily ſubmitted to the direction of their Biſhops, 
and did never, that I can find, ſet up a ſeparate or indepen- 
dent Authority till now. Again, By the Practice of the 
Catholick Church, a Provincial Synod can be really but 
one Body, united in one common Head, the Metropolitan; 
and it is clear, that the Inſtrument we are now explaining 
(like all other publick Inſtruments of Convocation) ſpeaks 
of an Exgliſb Provincial Synod as one Body, conſiſting of 
Biſhops and Clergy jointly aſſembl'd under their Metropo- 
litan, and uncapable of holding a Seffion as Members of 
that Synod, but when he actually Preſides over them. 

With the Language of Convocation, agrees the Language 
.of Parliament ; the Journals whereof (both of Lords and 
Commons) plainly ſuppoſe that the Biſhops and Clergy, 
by our Conſtitution, are one joint Body; when they ſtyle them 
the Convocation- Houſe, and the Houſe of Convocation. (a) 

And this is that Sacred nod or Convocation of Prelats and 
Clergy, which being aſſembled as one Body, is Continued 
by one Act, viz. the Metropolitan's Declaration thereof 
from the Schedule of Continuation : Who alſo by the ſame 
AQ, Continues the Certificatoria or Returns of Members, 
that are made to him by the ſeveral Biſhops of each Dio- 
ceſe, and entitle him to the attendance of every Perſon who 
{hall be fo Return'd. 


— 
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(4) See a late Book entitld, The Pretended Independence, &c. p. 94, 95. 
| III. Nec- 
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III. Necmwn omnia & ſingula Certificatoria hactenus introduct a 


ac introducenda & non introducta. 


The meaning of this Continuation of the Certiſicatoria 
from Seſſion to Seſſion, is, That although every Member 
who was returned by his Dioceſan, and yet 1s abſent from 
that Seſſion, incurs the Pains of Contumacy by his Diſo- 
bedience to the firſt Summons (for by that, as we have 
ſeen, every Member is bound to attend at the Day appointed, 
Cum Continuatione dierum;) yet by this Continuation of the 
Returns, the Infliftion of the Penalty is reſpited for that 
Seſſion, and the abſent Members expected till the next. 
Which ſuppoſes a Power in the Archbiſhop to Paniſh then, 
if he ſee it neceſſary or convenient; and this Power 
ſhows, that Abſence from any Seſſion is a Diſobedience to 
the Act and Authority of the Metropolitan; who could 
have no Right to pariſh any of the Clergy for not attend- 
ing on the Day to which he Continues, but that they are 
directly Included in his Act of Continuation ; and being in- 
cluded, and yet not complying with the Tenor of it, their 
Abſence becomes an Act of Diſobedience and Contumacy. 

Thus, the thing Continu'd by this Act, is the whole 
Body of Convocation, and every Member thereof, whe- 
ther Abſent or Preſent. | | 

The next Thing, is, the Force and Effect of this Conti- 
nuation, lodg'd in the following Terms; 


IV. In eodem ſtatu quo nunc ſunt, uſq;, ad & in diem ad 
banc locum, una cum ulteriori Continuatione dierum extunc 
ſequentium & locorum (ſi oporteat) in ea parte fend. Conti. 
nuamus & Prorogamus, in his Scriptis. 

Ig Parliament, when the Prince Prorogues, the Com- 
miſſion runs, ad Prorogand & Continuand; and the effect 
of that Proroz ation, is, a Suſpenſion of Buſineſs in both 

Houſes of Parliament, till the time appointed for their en- 

tring upon Buſineſs again. The ſame Terms have the 


— —— 
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{ame effect in Convocation, when the Metropolitan Pro- 
rogues or Continues: And accordingly, as in Parliament 
every Prorogation makes a new Seſſion; ſo in Synod, 
every day's meeting is always enter'd in the Ads as a diſtinct 
Seſion, becauſe it is in truth upon a Prorqgat ion. 

Some in the Lower-houſe have choſen to call it an Aa. 
journment; a Term, that has been introduc'd of late to 
ſerve ſome new Opinions; but not upon any Authority of 
Records or Regiſters: For there the Act of Continuing the 
Convocation from Time to Time, is conſtantl expreſs d 
by the Words Continuatio and Prorogatio. That is the 
Style, in which the Metropolitan ſaſpends Buſineſs for the 
preſent, and appoints a new Meeting; and in Convocati- 
on, we find no other Style, nor any Meetings but of his 
Appointment. For by the Rules of a Provincial Synod, 
no Member can meet or act as ſuch, but under the Preſi- 
dene of the Metropolitan; who therefore (as we have of- 
ten obſerv'd before, and deſire it may {till be remember'd) 
muſt of neceſſity be preſent in every Seſſion of the Sy- 
nod, by himſelf or by a Commiſlary ſpecially deputed. 

The Caſe in Parliament is otherwiſe: The Soveraign 
interpoſes by Prorogations when he ſees Cauſe; and when 
he does not interpoſe, the two Houſes are left under their 
own Government, and to their own Adjournment. For 
each Houſe having an Authority over its own Members, 
hath a Right to Inflit upon them ſuch Puniſhments as ma 
be neceſſary both toenforce Attendance as the Houſe ſha 
appoint, and to preſerve Order when they are met purſu- 
ant to ſuch Appointments: That is, each Houſe has by 
Conſtitution and Cuſtom a Goverament within it ſelf, and 
.over its own Members; and ſuch an independent Govern- 
ment is no way inconſiſtent either with the nature of a 
Parliament, or the Character of the Members. Civil Aſſem- 
blies may be in this, and all other Nations, what the Con- 
Ititution ſhall make them; and there is no Iacongruity in 

the Members exerciſing Authority over one another, and 
enforcing that Authority by proper and neceſſary Penalties. 
But with Provincial Hnods, and the Members thereof, it is 
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far otherwiſe: The Conſtitution of the Catholick 
Church knows no ſuch thing as a double Government 
in one and the ſame Provincial Synod; nax does the 
original Commiſſion to the Biſhops for the Government 
of the Church, ſuffer Presbyters to exerciſe an Inde- 
pendent Authority or Juriſdiction over one another. 
And fo far as they zake yen them to exerciſe it, they 
go againſt the original diſtinctions of Order and Autho- 
rity between Biſhops and Presbyters ; and deſerting 
the Character of Epiſcopal Presbyters, act as Members 
of a Presbyterian Aſſembly. 

For the Proceedings of Presbyters in a Provincial 
Synod are chiefly diſtinguiſht from thoſe of a Presbyte- 
rian Aſſembly, in that the firſt derive all their Aurho- 
rity from their Eccleſiaſtical Superiors, the ſecond pro- 
feſs to govern themſelves by an Authority inherent in 
their own Body. Now, ſuppoſe the Presbyters of the 
Lower-houſe to have (according to the late Claims of 
the majority) an Inherent Power to Adjourn them- 
ſelves, and to hold a /eparate Seſſion of their own pur- 
ſuant to that Adjournment, admoniſhing their Mem- 1 
bers to attend, and as a conſequence thereof puniſhing 

their non-attendance ; ſo far, it is conceiv'd, they 

would become a Presbyterian Aſſembly. They can have 

no ſuch Power as Epiſcopal Presbyters, by the Rules of 

the Primitive Church, or of any Epiſcopal Church in 

the World ever ſince; and therefore if it be their 

Right, it muſt ariſe purely from the private uſage of 

this Nation; which, were it ſo, would not only be 

different from but direttly oppoſite to the original 

A Frame and Conſtitution of an Epiſcopal Church. Whe— 

ther it be their Right in virtue of ſuch private Oſage, is 

the Queſtion depending : But if there be no ſuch Uſage 

already, ſurely it will not be ſet up by any that are 

Friends to the Good and Honour of our Church. Ir is 

hard to think how any ſhould deſire or attempt it, un- 
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leſs they could hope to find ſome better Pattern of 
Church Government than that of the Primitive Times, 
or ſome Rower lodg'd in every Civil Government to 
ſubvert and alter Epiſcopacy; that is, to diminifh the 
Original Rights of Biſhops, and transfer them to Pre- 


ſehters, in ſuch proportions as they pleaſe. 


But this (God be thank'd) is not our Caſe. The 
Government and Authority of our Church refts, where 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles ſettÞd it, in the Biſhops ; and 
by our Conſtitution, Presbyters have no Authority over 
one another; particularly, no Authority eo Continue 
or Prorogue, or, as they call it, to Adjourn themſelves, 
in a Provincial Synod, either by the Law or the Pra- 
ctice of Convocation. | 

We have feen already, how the Synod is ſummon'd 
by the Metropolitan, to meet in one Body at a certain 
day; with a reſer vation of Power to Continue it to fur- 
ther days, as there ſhall be occalion. And this laſt 
Clauſe of the Inſtrument or Schedule (In ſtatu quo nunc 
ſunt, &c. Continuamus, &c.) ſhows that by our Con- 
{titution, the fame Authority which firſt ſummons the 
Prelars and Clergy of the Province to Convocation, has 
a Right to Continue It and Them, in the State and Con- 
dition they then are, to a further time. Which Conti- 
nuation includes three Things, 1. A Diſcharge of the 
Members from preſent Attendance. 2. A Saſpenſion of 
the Buſineſs of the Synod till the day appointed. 3. An 
Obligation upon every Member toattend on that day, 
when the Buſineſs of the Synod will be reſum'd. In all 
which, it is plain, the Clergy are as nearly and imme- 
diately concern'd as the Prelats; for the Words of the 
Inftrument are, Convocationem frve Sacram Synodum Pro- 
vincialem Prælatorum & Cleri. And therefore the 
Schedule being pabliſbt in Form and ſign'd by the Pre- 


fidenr of Convocation, is preſently deliverꝰd to the Pro- 


locutor (the eſtabliſht and authentick Reporter of all 
8 1 rl Com- 
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Commands and Meſſages from the Upper-Houſe) to be 
Siznifyed or Intimated to the Clergy ; according to the 
ordinary Language of the only compleat Journals now 
remaining. For theſe, ſpeaking of the Prolocutor's In- 
timation Below, do not only ſay, that the Thing he a- 
timated was, That this Convocation is Contiaud to ſuch 
a Day (the Day appointed Above,) but yet more ex- 
preſly (a), that it was the Preſident's Continuation which 
he Intimated, and that he did it by the Decree, and at 


the Command of the Preſident. 


Which legal Sgnification being given to the Cler- 
gy, they as well as the Prelats (for by the Tenor of 
the Inſtrument they are equally affected) become diſ- 
charg?d from further Attendance at that Time, un- 
capable of holding 4 Seſſion before the Day appointed 
for the next Meeting, and under an Obligation to ar- 
tend on that Day, upon pain of being ſubject to the 
Metropolitan's Cenſure. All which is very agreable 
both to the nature of a Provincial Synod, which can be 
but one Body, and to the Summoning Power veſted 
in the Metropolitan, as in all Nations it ever has been : 
And laſtly, to the Power of Cenſures originally lodg'd 
in the Biſhops (as Governours of the Church) excluſive 
of Presbyters ; who therefore cannot (conſiſtently with 
their Character, as Presbyters of an Epiſcopal Church 
ſet up a ſeparate Government within themſelves , or 
exerciſe Authority over one another, or (which is ne- 
ceſſarily ſuppos d in ſuch a Claim) maintain that Go- 
vernment, and enforce this Authority by Cenſures or 
Penalties of any fort. And 'tis abſurd to fay, that 
any Conſtitution forms a Government, or gives Au- 
thority, without a Power of Defending and Enforcing 
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| (a) See the Proofs and Authorities cited at lare, in a late Book 


Enril'd, The Right of the Archbiſhop, &c. p. 61, 62. 
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it by ſufficient Penalties, in caſe of Diſorder or Diſo- 
bedience. 3 

Notwithſtanding this, ſome preſent Presbyters (I 
mean the Majority of the Lower- Houſe) denying the 
Influence and Authority of the Continuation Above, 
ſet up a Government among themſelves, and in virtue 
thereof not only Adjourn by their own Authority, but 
Adjourn to a ſhorter Day, and require their Members 
to attend accordingly, and hold a ſeparate Seſſion with- 
in the Time to which the Metropolitan had expreſly 
Continu'd or Suſpended the Buſineſs of Convocation ; 
altho' by that Act he had exprelly diſcharg'd the Clergy 
(rom further Attendance till that Time. 

Which Claims and Practices are in many reſpects 
deſtructive of the Conſtitution of an Epiſcopal Church 
in general, and contrary to the particular Conſtituti- 
on of an Exgliſb Provincial Synod, conſiſting of Pre- 
lats and Clergy, aſſembled by and under the Metropoli- 
tan. For, | 

1. Whereas it is plain from the whole Tenor of 
the fore-mention'd Schedule, that the Clergy are In- 
cluded in it, and as much affected by it as the Prelats ; 
and acknowledge themſelves to be as abſolutely derer- 
miwd to attend on the Day, and at the Hour therein 
ſpecify*d; yet the preſent Majority plead, and in Practice 
have frequently aſſerted, that every Adjournment muſt 
be an Act of their own Houſe, and that the Authority 
and Oblig ation of it ſprings from an Inherent Power 
they have over their own Body, exerted in a Vote 
or Agreement of that Body, That every Member ſhall 
pay his Attendance on a certain Day, in order to hold 
a regular Seſſion as a Houſe : Upon the Foundation 
of which Vote, the Prolocutor Admoniſbes all the Mem- 
bers to be preſent. 

Now, to paſs by what we juſt now hinted, That 
by our Conſtitution, as ſet forth in the Schedule, they 


are 
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are expreſly comprehended in that Act of the Archbiſhop; 
and, as themſelves acknowledge, abſolutely determina 
by it, as to their, Attendance at the time: To paſs 
by this, I ſay, the making Adjournments of the Clergy to 
be the proper Act of their own Houfe, is the ſetting. 
up an Independent Government within themſelves, and 
the Exerciſe of an Authority by Presbyters over Presby- 
ters, as inherent in the Body, and no way deriv'd from 
the Governours of the Church. For every ſuch Ad- 
journment and Admonition, is an Authoritative Act, 
expreſſing an Appointment of Time, and implying a 
Power to inflit Penalties in cafe of non-attendance ; be- 
cauſe (as I obſerv'd before) it is abſurd. to ſay, that 
the Conſtitution gives Authority of any kind to a Man, 
or Body of Men, without giving a Power of enforcing 
Obedience to that Authority by the infliction of proper 
and neceſſary Penalties. From whence we argue thus : 
If the Presbyters of an Exgliſb Synod had by Cuſtom 
ſuch an Authority within themſelves, independent on 
their Eccleſiaſtical Governours; the Conſtitution of an 
Exgliſh Synod would carry in it a plain Infringment 
of the original Rights and Conſtitution of an Epiſcopal 
Church ; which lodges all Power, and the Methods of 
Enforcement, in the Order of Biſhops. On the other 
Hand, it Presbyters have no Power to exforce Obedi- 
ence by proper Cenſures, their Claim of that Authori- 
ty is abſurd, and the Exerciſe of it very unwarranta- 
ble; both as it is aſſum'd by Thoſe who by Cuſtom 
have it not, and (as Epiſcopal Presbyters) are not ca- 
pable of having it; and allo as it pretends ro ſuperſede 
the expreſs Appointment of the Metropolitan, and to 
make the Members attend purſuant to the Appoint- 
ment of the Hoxſe, and in virtue of their own Au- 
thority. "ah 

When the Metropolitan, in purfuance of his firſt- 
Summons, has Continu'd the Synod, every Member. 
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who ſhall not attend at the day, becomes guilty of 
Contumacy by the Conſtitution of the Synod, and 
thereupon liable to Canonical Cenſures; and one 441 
Penalty he immediately and 727 facto incurs, is the loſs 
of his Vote for that time, ſo as the Sy nod ſhall in Law 
be eſteem'd full and compleat, and may proceed Synodi- 
cally, without him. Suppoſe then the Appointment of 
the Lower houſe be diſobey'd, what Power is there in 
their Houſe to puniſh, either by ferfeiture of Voice, or 
otherwiſe, for not attending ? If rhey have any ſuch 
Power by the Law or Cuſtom of Convocation, let them 
ſhow it: If not, what Right have they to repute 
themſelves a compleat Houſe, and to proceed as ſuch, 
when ſeveral of the Members may be abſent, and not 
have incurr'd any legal Forfeiture of their Rg to 
Vote? Or how come they, in ſuch a Caſe, to Act and 
Reſolve as the Repreſentatives of the whole Clergy of 
the Province ? | 

The Sum is this: If they claim a Power of Ad- 
journing themſelves, without a Power of enforcing 
Attendance by legal and neceſſary Penalties, the Claim 


is abſurd and inconſiſtent : But if with that Power of 


Adjoarning they claim a Right alſo to exforce Atten- 
dance by Cenſures, they claim that which never did 
belong to Epiſcopal Presbyters as ſuch ; and it lies upon 
them to prove (what J am ſure they never can) that 
the particular Conſtitution of an Engliſh Synod is fo 
far Un. Epiſcopal, as to have veſted Presbyters with an 
independent Authority and Right of Cenſures, and 
with a Power Co-ordinate to that of Biſhops. It is 
ſuch as was never pretended to, by any Presbyters that 
ever acknowledg'd the Inſtitution of Epiſcopacy by Jeſus 
Chriſt, for the Government of his Church. 

2. If (as they contend) it be an Act of their own 
Houſe, and not the Metropolitan's Act, by which they 
are Continu'd ; I don't ſee that any Lower-houſe-V _ 
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ber who ſhall abfent himſelf, can in Law be account-- 
able to the Metropolitan, or to any other Power than 
that of: their own Houſe; purſuant to whoſe Act of 
Adjourning, the Attendance is upon that Suppoſition 
to be pay'd. The Conſequence whereof is, that not- 
withſtanding the Summons of Prelats and Clergy to act 
jointly in one Provincial Synod, it ſhall be in the Pow- 
er of the Clergy, upon a ſeparate Authority of their 
own, to break off from the Synod , and u deny 
their Attendance, tho? they know. that the Metropoh- 
tan and Biſhops are Synodically met ; and there will, 
upon the ſame Principle, be no Power in their Supe- 
riors to enforce Attendance, or either prevent or make 
up the breach. And of what Service ſuch a Principle 
will be to Presbyters, who at any time may diflike the 
Superiority of Bifhops, is too plain to need Expli- 
Cation. | 

I don't fay, That ſuch a Separation is in the Thoughts 
or Deſires of thoſe in the Majority of the preſent Lower- 


Houſe: I only refer it, in the firſt place, to the Learned 


in the Law, Whether the F being Adjourned to 
ſucha day by an immediate ACt of their Houſe (if it 
were once a Rule in Convocation) would not be a 
ftanding Plea in Law againſt all pretences of the Metro- 
politan or of any Power except that of the Houſe, to 


cenſure their non attendance on that day? And in the 


next place, it is referr*d to all the Friends of Epiſco- 
pacy, whether they would be content to have our Con- 
ſtitution ſuch, as ſhall warrant Presbyters, whenever 
they are fo inclin'd, to throw off the Authority of their 
Ecclefizitical Seperiors, and reſolve themſelves into a 
feparate Aſſembly of their own ? 
Theſe are no vain Fears; bur, in truth, what Preſ- 


byters, diſliking either the Order or Perſons of their Bi- 


ſhops, may be apt to do, and what (it ſhould ſeem) 
they may legal) do, if we ſuppoſe that according to the 
19 55 Con- 
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Conſtitution of our Synods they- Adjourn themſelves 
by their own AC, and in virtue of a Power inherent 


in their own Houſe, independent on the Metropolitan 


and Biſhops. And it is to be hop'd, that no Man 
who ſincerely loves Epiſcopacy, and deſires the conti- 
nuance of it, as the Apoſtolical and Primitive Form of 
Government in the Church, can be pleas'd, to ſee an 

Principle incorporated into our Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitu- 
tion, that may enable the Lower-Houle,- at their own 


+ Pleaſure, to deſpiſe and deſert their Metropolitan and 


Biſhops. 


The Principles on which the Upper-Howſe have gone 
(ſuitable in all reſpects to the original Superiority of Bi- 
ſhops, as Governours of the Church) make effectual Pro- 
viſion againſt all ſuch Schiſms or Separations in an 
Engliſh Synod. As the Power of Admonition, Suſpen- 
ſion, Deprivation, Excommunication , and all Eccleſia- 
ſtical Cenſures, are known to be inherent in the Eps/- 
copal Order; ſo the Metropolitan at the Head of his 
Suffragans, and with their Conſent, warns the Clergy 
by his Act of Continuation (ſolemnly publiſh'd in a 
Canonical way) to be preſent at the next Synodical 
Meeting. And whoever diſobeys, becomes immedi- 
ately obnoxious to Spiritual Cenſures, proportionable 
to the nature and degree of his Offence. No Conſti- 
tution in the World did ever leave it in the Power 
of Inferiors to withdraw their Duty and Obedience, 
without giving the Superiors Authority to reſtrain 
them, with a Proviſion of ſome plain and eaſy way for 
the effectual Exerciſe of that Authority. The Metro- 
politan, indeed, has Authority in his Hands ; but how 
that can /egally reach the Interior Clergy for non atten- 
dance (ſuppoſing them Adjourn'd by an Act of their 


own, founded in an Inherent Power of the Houſe) it is 
not eaſy to conceive. 


It 


: . 8 1 PET Son ** 
8 , aid „ 
« * 1 * * "7 l 
© * - * n 2 5 i Ms 3 _ n "_ a 
. Fol ;'6 —_— nn lth. E. 55 Z 4 Yah e , 
£, . . vacz 2 —_— 
' 6 T* _— - 4 1 
me : [ 7 5 1 * 2 
— ; \- — W * 
7 * A 2 8 
& 


* — = 8 n 
wy I” we e 
F 0 l EO 77 "* - 
_ "+ 1 5 


# we 4 ** _ . Tn - > Aa 2 
1 4 7 „ 6 7 * LE * * "74 * _— . - be So * 
£ _# DP Foot rs wa, Tad Mg '- ATW . cal TI _ . 
$a 4 — 1 r 
a 4 * 1 8 a up - 4 
= #1, co Fa , , Pop... * = RT. - = 
by 2 4 2 £ * 1 . . 

W 8 'T 25 £4.» 7 " os * 

2 = pa a Wa; 


(25 ) 

It is true, and has been already hinted, that the 
Archbiſhop's Act, which is paſs'd Above for the Con- 
tinuing of Prelats and Clergy to a certain Day, is Inti- 
mated Below by the Prolocutor to the Inferior Clergy. 
The only Journals of the Lower-Houſe that remain en- 
tire with all the Forms and Circumſtances at length, are 
thoſe of 1586. and 1588. from whence we learn in 
what Method the Clergy at the end of every Seſſion 
have been diſcharg'd from their preſent Attendance, 
and requir'd to be there again on a further Day. Ir is 


(as has been ſaid) one known part of the Office of a 
Prolocutor to convey and ſignify to the Lower Houle 
the Direction of the Metropolitan and his Suffragans ; 


and (4) the ordinary Language of theſe Journals at the 
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** concluſion of each Seſſion, is, Prolocutor intimavit, or 


ſignificavit, hanc Convocationem eſſe Continuatam, or Con- 
tinuationem hujus Convocationis, to ſuch a Day and 
Hour: And in ſome Places this Continuation which he 
is ſaid to Intimate, is explain'd to be the Continuation 

the Preſident, and to be intimated by the Command and 
Order of the Preſident. But throughout the whole, 
there is not one Expreſſion that implies a Vote, or ſo 
much as the Conſent or Intervention of the Houſe, in 
any kind. For that Phraſe which we meet with in 
ſome few Seſſions, Prolocutor Continuavit quoad hanc 
Domum, is ſo far from implying the Continuation to 
have been made by Order or Authority of the Houſe, 
that it was (6) firſt introduc'd by the Prolocutor's being 
put into the Archbiſhop's Commiſſion for Proroguing 
the Convocation ; and after he had publiſh'd the Sche- 
dule in the Upper-Houſe as Commiſſary, and went 


as 3 * 


— 
* — 


(a) See the original Journals publiſh'd at large in the Appendix to 
Synodus Anglicana. | 


(b) Seethe Right of the Archbiſhop, p. 68.and Schedule Review'd, p- 62. 
D | down 


( 26 ) 
down to the Lower, to declare the ſame Act asProlocator, 
the Notary made uſe of that Phraſe, with ſpecial re- 
ference to the Lower-Houſe, by way of diſtinction from 
what he had been doing in the Upper juſt before, un- 
der another Capacity. In virtue of which Commiſſi- 
on, he heard a Controverted Election, Examin'd the 
Witneſſes upon Oath,and at laſt gave Judgment; with- 
out any Vote or Interpoſition of the Hoaſe. But none 
of the ſeven Continuations wherein this Phraſe is us'd, 
are pretended to be to different Days or Hours from 
thoſe of their Lordſhips ; on the contrary, we are ſure 
from the remaining Extracts of the Upper-Houſe, that 
all the Continuations which theſe Extracts mention, 
were to the very ſame time, Now, whatever be the 
real Conſequences of the preſent Principles of the Ma- 
jority of the Lower-Houſe, and however future Preſ- 
byters may take the advantage of the Independence cr 
legally warrant; yet at Locher. _ who are mo 
Zealous for this inherent Power, readily acknowledge 
their abſolute Obligation to attend at the time appointed 
in the Archbiſhop's Continuation, with the neceſſity of 
having notice thereof from the Upper-Houſe, in order 
to pay that Attendance. Accordingly, we muſt ſup- 
pole upon their own Principles, that notice was ſent 
down and given in theſe, as in all other Caſes. From 
whence JL argue, That if they were ab/ol/utely determin'd 
to a Pay by the Archbiſhop's Continuation Above, 
tis abſurd to ſay that any Signification made by the Pro- 
locutor to the Clergy, That they were to attend on that 
Day, could be the Act of the Houſe; ſince by their 
own Principles it was not in their Power not to attend 
on the Day appointed Above, and *tis abſurd to refer 
any Action to the Vote or Conſent of Perſons who are 
abſolutely concluded before, and not at liberty to D/, 
ſeut. And fo, the Prolocutor in ſuch Caſes could have 
ao more to do, than to ſzenifie to them the * * 

which 
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which the Metropolitan had Continued ; and that be- 
ing done, their Obligation to Attend was a zeceſſary 
Conſequence of the Intimation. 

The ſame thing is to be ſaid of another Phraſe, Do- 
mini Continaarunt, in the ſhort Minutes of 1640. (one 
Inſtance excepted, where the Continuation Below is to a 
Day ſhort of the Arch-biſhop's Above, which will be 
clearly accounted for by and by:) All the other Con- 
tinuations in that Style are to the very ſame? Days with 
the Continuations Above; and theſe, having antecedent- 
ly deter mind the Clergy to attend on the Days ſpecify'd, 
left no room for a Vote or Conſent of the Clergy, nor for 


any thing elſe, but the Prolocutor's ufual Intimation, 
to what Day and Hour the Archbiſhop had Continu'd 


e nmecedentij determin'd to attend on theſe Days. 


the Provincial Synod. Not to obferve, that this Phraſe 
is not the Language of full and regular Journals (from 
whence alone we can judge of the Forms of Proceed- 
ing) but of very ſhort and confus'd Minutes; to which 
the proper Forms were to be added afterwards, from 
the Notary's own Memory and Knowledge of the 
eftabliſh*'d Methods, when he came to frame the Pro- 
ceedings into regular Journals. Add to this, that by 
all the Circumſtances, theſe were really the Adjourn- 
ments of Committees only; (a) as it is elſe where ſhown 
more at large. However, it is enough that they were 
exactly concurrent in time with thoſe in the Upper- 
Houſe; becauſe this ſhows the abſurdity of referring 
them to an Authoritarive Vote in the Lower, where 
the Clergy (according to the preſent Principles) were 
3. No Inſtance then can be a proper Proof of th 
Clergy's Right to ſeparate Adjournments by their own 
Authority, but ſuch as have been made to Days diffe- 


— — 8 n ed. 
— 


(a) See Right of the Archbiſhop, p. 92, 93. Sched, Review d, p. 
D 2 rent 
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rent from thoſe of the Metropolitan in the Schedules of 
Continuation: And if there wefe any one clear Inſtance 
of that kind, though it would ſeem very ſtrange that 
there ſhould be only one; yet it could not well be de- 
nied that that were a preſumption of an Inherent 
Power in this Matter; as being accompany'd with no 
concurrent Seſſion in the Upper-Houle, nor any proba- 
bility of a Superior Command. Bur if it appear on the 
other hand, fo far as the concurrent Journals of the two 
Houſes will carry us, that there is not one clear Inſtance 
of their own Adjourning to an Iztermediate Day, but 
that they are found (according to all the remaining 
Light and Evidence) to keep pace exactly with the 
Upper-Houſe; this proves as ſtrongly as the nature of 
the thing will bear, that the Clergy of former times 
did not think of any Inherent Power they had to Ad- 
journ themſelves ſeparately to a ſhorter Day. Eſpecially 
if they never exerted that Power in any one Inſtance, 
while Buſineſs of very great length and moment was 
depending in Convocation. 

That this is really the Caſe, will appear from the 
following DeduQtion out of the concurrent Journals. 

In the Years 1586.and 1588. we have the Journals 
of the Lower-Houſe entire; and Extras out of the 
Books of the Upper, ſpecifying the time of the Si 
Above, in about twenty Inſtances: And we find, 
upon a Compariſon , that the Lower-Houſe Journal 
exactly agrees with them in all theſe. Add to this, that 
tho' the Extracts don't in many other Inſtances ſpecify 
the Day on which each Seſſion was held, yet they all 
along number the Seſſions of both Convocations ; and 
that agreeing with the number in the Lower-Houſe, is 
as full a Proof that throughout theſe two Convocations 
(in which there were forty ſix Seſſions) no Iutermediate 
Seſſions were held, as if the Day and Hour of each had 
been expreſly mention'd ; becauſe Intermediate Seſſi- 


Ons 
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ons muſt of courſe have more or leſs multiplyd the Num- 
ber in the Lower-Houſe beyond thoſe in the Upper. 

Beſides the fore-mention'd Extras, there are ſeveral 
others in a Private Hand, which might probably be of 
great uſe towards bringing theſe Diſputes to an Iſſue, 
if a ſight of them could upon any Terms be obtain'd. 
The Owner (a great Advocate for ſeparate Adjourn- 
ments, as they call them) has been often reminded 
both in a publick and private way, how ill it becomes 
a Member of our Church, to fee ſuch Diviſions riſe 
and grow among us chiefly by the Loſs of Records, 
and yet to conceal from publick view any of the 
Light that remains. He has occaſionally cited out of 
them ſeveral Paſſages that he thought or made favour- 
able to his Cauſe; but how faithfully thoſe are cited 
for him, or how much any other Paſſages make a- 
gainſt him, we are not to know. Only thus much we 
may be ſure of, that theſe ſecret Extracts contain no- 
thing to countenance Intermediate Seſſions ; becauſe the 
Concealer, under all his Difficulties upon that Head, 
has not produc'd or pretended any thing for it. But 
till he think fir to make them acceſſible (as a Lover of 
Peace and Truth would have done long ſince) he muſt 
pardon us, if we infer from the Concealment, that they 
are not /eſs ſerviceable to the Claims of the Upper- 
Houſe than the Lower, in that and perhaps in many 
other Particulars. 

But to proceed in a compariſon of ſuch concurrent 
Journals, as it has not been in his Power to make 
Secrets. 

2. In the year, 1640. there were two Convocations, 
and the Upper-houſe- Acts in both of them remain en- 
tire; but we have no Accounts of what the Lower did, 
except ſome ſhort and confusd Minutes. Theſe ſpecify 
the time of above twenty Seſſions, and all concur ex- 
actly with the Seſſions in the Upper-houſe; two only 
ex- 


5 (30) 
excepted, the deviation of which from the ordinar) Rule 
is fairly and naturally accounted for, by the extraordi- 


nary Juncture in which they hapned. To take them 


in order, the firſt is thus: 


Ann. 1640. May 5, The whole Convocation was 


Continu'd in the uſual Method to May g. and from 


thence to May 13. according to the Acts of the Upper- 
houſe. The Minutes of the Lower ſay, that the Seſ- 
ſion was Prorogu'd from May 5. to May 8. and fo to 
the 13th. The firlt of theſe two Prorogations is to day 
ſhort of the Archbiſhop's in the Upper-houſe ; the ſe- 
cond leaps over May g. which was the next Upper- 
houſe Seſſion, to the 13th of May, which was the next 
common Seffion of both Houſes. They who have been 
contending for a Right to Intermediate Seffions, and 
have put themſelves in Poſſeſſion, and held them as oft 
as they pleaſed, have urg'd the firſt of theſe Adjourn- 
ments to a day ſbort of the Upper-houſe Seſſions, as a 
Precedent for them to do the like: but yet they difown 


any Right from the ſecond, to adjourn b, the day 


prefixt in the Upper-houſe ; without giving any fair 
account, why the Minutes are a good Authority in the 
one Cafe, and not in the other. If they forego the ſe- 
cond, becauſe it is againſt the ordinary courſe of Con- 


vocation, and taken only from ſome ſhort and obſcure 


Minutes, in which the Actuary through hafte might 
eaſily miſtake the day; that Reaſon would conclude as 
itrongly againſt the holding of Intermediate Seſſions up- 
on the Precedent of May 8th. 

But tho? this has been preſsd upon them, and t 
have not thought fit to favour us with any tolerable 
Account why the Inſtance is a good Authority in one 


Caſe and not in the other; they have receiv'd a very full 


and natural Reaſon out of the Contemporary Hiſtorians, 
(Archbiſhop Laud, Dr. Heylin, and Mr. Fuller) why 
ir cannot be an Authority in either; becauſe the Clergy 
at 
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at that time knew not whether they were a Convoca- 
tion, or could act as ſuch; nor, by conſequence, whe- 
ther the Meetings they held in that difficult Juncture 
could be reputed Synodical Soſions. | 

For thus it was: May 5, the Parliament was diſ- 
ſolv'd; and it was generally ſuppos'd, the Convocation 
would be diſſolv'd the next day, according to Cuſtom. 
But the King, deſirous to have the Clergy complete the 
Grant of Six Subſidies which they had begun, conſult- 
ed the Lord Keeper, and was told, That the Convo- 
cation _ legally continue to ſit, notwithſtanding 
the Diſſolution of the Parliament. With this his Ma- 
jeſty acquainted the Archbiſhop May 6. and command- 
ed him to go on with the Convocation. But his Grace, 


finding that their Authority of ſitting after the Diſſolu- 


tion of the Parliament was queſtion'd by ſeveral of the 
Members, mov'd his Majeſty to direct his Council 
Learned in the Laws to deliver their Judgment upon it; 
which they accordingly did, That my were {till a 
Convocation in virtue of the Provincial Writ. And 
the firſt Commiſſion being limited to that Seſſion of 
Farliament, a new one bearing date May 12. was if- 
ſu'd, and brought-in May 13th; when, according to 
the Journals and other Hiſtories, the two Houſes were 
ſettPd again, and proceeded to Buſineſs: * So we pro- 
ceeded (ſays the Archbiſhop) according to the Power given 
us under the Broad Seal. And Dr. Heylin ſays, Encou- 
rag d by the Reſolutions of the King's Council, and a nem 


Commiſſion, they ſetl'd to their Work again on Wedneſday 


the 13th. And Mr. Fuller: Now their disjointed Meeting 
being ſet together again, they betook themſelves to conſult 


about new Canons. 


CT . 


— 
— 


* See this Hiſtory at large, and the following Paſſages our of it, 
in the Troubles and Trial of Archbiſhop Laud, p. 79. Dr. Heylin's 


Life of Archbiſhop Laud, p. 429. Fuller s Church-hiftory, p. 168, 169. 


In 
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In the mean while, during theſe Doubts whether they 
were a Convocation or no, they frequently came toge- 
ther ; tho? neither the Regiſter nor Minutes take any 
notice of it, Fuller, who was a Member, ſays, they 

met May 6. Next. day after the Diſſolution of the Parlia- 
ment (lays he) the Convocation came together. And 
Dr. Heylin tells us, The Convocation was adjournd from 
Wedneſday [May 6.] till the Friday following | May 8.) 
and then till the next day after [Saturday May 9.] and ſo 
till Monday [May 11.] On all theſe Days the Biſhops 
and Clergy met; not with a deſign to Act as a Convo- 
cation (for they knew not yet whether or no they 
were a legal Convocation, and were {ure that the Old 
Commiſſion expiring with the Parliament, they had no 
Power to proceed in the Buſineſs for which his Majeſty 
continu'd them) but they came together to conſult 
what was fit, and proper to be done at that difficult 
JunQure. And the confuſion they were in, with the 
uncertainty whether they were a legal Convocation, is 
the plain Cauſe why their Proceedings, particularly the 
times of Meeting and Continuing in this Interval, are 
enter*d with that ſeeming Variety in the Journal of the 
Upper-houſe , compar'd with the Minutes of the 
Lower. 

For a yet fuller Proof of the Doubts and Uncer- 
tainties they were under, take the further Authority 
of Archbiſhop Laud : When I deſir d a Writ to diſſolve 
them (lays he) his Majeſty gave me an unlookt for Reply. 9 
And afterwards, I rephꝰd, it would be excepted againſt in 
all likelihood by divers, and deſir'd his Majeſty to adviſe "8 
well upon it. Dr. Heyliz's Words are thele, MWhereapon, Y 
the Convocation was adjourn'd from Wedneſday till the F 
Friday following, and then till the next day after, and ſo 
till Monday; 10 the great amazement of many of the Mem- 
bers of it, who expected to have been diſſolu'd when the Par- 
liament was. And Mr. Fuller ſays, That even after 


they 
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they had receiv*d the new Commiſſion, Thirty ſiæ of the 
4 


mbers earneſtly proteſted againſt the Continuance of the 
Convocation, and importunately preſgd that it might ſink 
with the Parliament. Was it ever known before, that 
an Inſtance at ſuch a Juncture, contrary to the cuſtom 
of all other Times, could be urged or receiy'd as a pro- 
per Authority, from whence to take the meaſures of 
our Conſtitution in Church or State? 

The other Inſtance of an Intermediate Seſſion, was a 
juncture of no leſs Difficalty, tho? of another kind. 
Dec. 19. the whole Convocation (according to the Up- 
per-houſe-AQts) was Continu'd in the uſual manner to 
"ng 13. But the Minutes of the Lower-houſe ſay, 

hat the Continuation there was from Dec. 19. to 
Der. 23. and ſo to Jan. 13. 

In the Parliament, with which this Convocation 
ſate, broke out that terrible Perſecution of the Archbi- 
ſhop and Biſhops ; ſo fatal aſterwards to them, their 
Order, and the whole Eſtabliſhment of the Church. I 
will ſubjoin a few Teſtimonies from the beſt Hiſtorians 
of that time. 


Nov. 28. Pryn, Burton, and Baſtwick (who had 
been Cenſur'd in the Court of Star- Chamber for 


Libels againſt the Hierarchy) were brought to 
London in Triumph. 


Dec. 11. Alderman Penington Exhibited a Petition 
againſt Epiſcopacy and Church-Diſcipline, ſub- 
ſcribed by 15000 Hands; and thereupon many 


Speeches were made againſt the Biſhops, in both 
Houſes. | 


Dec. 15. The Canons of 1640. were condemn'd ; 


for which the Biſhops were Impeach'd after- 
wards. | 


Dec. 8. Archbiſhop Laud was Impeach'd, and 
taken into Cuſtody of the Black Rod ; in whoſe 
E 


Cuſtody 
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Cuſtody he remain'd a Priſoner till March 1. and 
was then ſent to the T ower. 

Dec. 19. The Biſhop of Ely (Dr. Wren) was Im. 
peach'd of High Treaſon.—— That Day the 
Upper-houſe Continu'd to Jar. 13; Lower- 
houſe to Dec. 23. and from thence to Jau. 1 3. 


To ſo high a degree had the Prejudices againſt the 
Order been induſtriouſly rais'd and fomented, that it 
was not ſafe for the Metropolitan and Biſhops to ſit in 
Synod ; nor had they come together ſince the 14th of 
November (almoſt a Month before that Adjournment 
was made,) the Archbiſhop, all that while, only Con- 
tinuing the Convocation by a Commiſſary, in the uſual 
Form. | 
The Epiſcopal Order being reduced to theſe Extre- 
mities, there ſeems to have been a Party in the Lower- 
houſe who were influenc'd by the Parliament, and had 
as little regard, as the Faction in the State, to the Autho- 
rity of the Archbiſhop and Biſhops. Which I gather, 
not only from obſerving that ſeveral who were then 
Members came afterwards openly into the Meaſures of 
the Parliament for the overthrow of the Church ; but 
alſo becauſe in this very Convocation we find them treat- 
ing in the Lower-houſe about Doctrin, Ceremonies, Or- 
dination, and other Church-matters , without Licenſe 
from the Prince, and without the preſence of the Arch- 
biſhop or Biſhops. 
But whatever Diſpoſition was among the Clergy, it 
is certain the Confuſions of the State and the Calamities 
of the Church were very great. The Archbiſhop un- 
der Confinement, one of his Suffragans Impeach'd, all 
the reſt under ſuch Terrors and Threatnings as made it 
unſafe for them to appear abroad, and the Diſcipline 
and Eſtabliſhment of the Church upon the brink of 
Ruin; amidit theſe Diſtractions, what wonder is it 


ro 


"T2 
to find Practices not warranted by the Uſage of more 
quiet and peaceable Limes? In extraordinary Cales, un- 
uſual Liberties are taken, and ſometimes with Reaſon. 
But there could be no ſettled Order, if one inſtance of 
a Liberty which ſuch Confuſions may occaſion, ſhould 
be judg'd a ſufficient foundation of Right, and become 
a part of the Conſtitution, however contradicted by 
current uſage and the eftabliſht courſe of Proceedings. 
In all other Caſes, the meaſures of Right and Privilege 
are taken from the common or ordinary Practice; and 
if there happen to be one Inſtance contrary to that, the 
occaſion (tho? unknown) is preſum'd to have been ex- 
traordinary: And much more ought we to conclude 
ſo in the preſent Caſe, when common Practice is not on- 
ly known to be otherwiſe, but the Deviation from it is 
naturally accounted for by Hiſtorians, of the ſame time, 
and of unqueſtionable Authority. 

Theſe two Exceptions being remov'd, all the other 
Seſſions in 1640. (exactly concurrent in time with thoſe 
in the Upper-houſe) may be added to the like concur- 
rent Seſſions in 1586. and 1588 ; as a further Proof 
that the late Claim and Practice of /eparate Adjournments 
and intermediate Seſſions, are againſt the Uſage of an 
Engliſh Convocation. But, | 
3. That which puts the Practice of Convocation (as 
to this concurrence of Seſſions in the two Houſes) be- 
yond all diſpute, is a Regiſter of the Upper-houſe in 
1661. compar'd with the contemporary Minutes of the 
Lower, in which the Adjournments and Seſſions are 
particularly enter'd. The pretence for the preſent 
Claim of [ztermediate Seſſions, is, the preparation of 
Buſineſs againſt the Synodical day ; but tho? in the 
Convocation which begun in 1661. the whole Com- 
mon Prayer was Revis'd, ſeveral Prayers and Services 
added, many Canons and Conſtitations compil'd , and 
other Matters of great Importance tranſacted, and tho? 
E 2 the 
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the Clergy (* as appears from the original Regiſter) 
had a conſtant ſhare in reviſing and preparing; yet in 
120 Seſſions and upwards there is not one Intermediate, 
but all the Adjournments in the Lower-houſe are ex- 
actly to the ſame Day and Hour with the Preſident's 
Continuation Above. 

From hence I draw the following Inferences, 

1. If Separate Adjouruments and Intermediate Seſſions 
had at that time been thought the Right of the Lower 
Clergy, it is not credible that Buſineſs of ſo great length, 
variety, and importance, ſhould be prepar'd and finiſht, 
without exerting this Power in one inſtance at leaſt. 

2. They could not then be ignorant of the true Rules 
and Methods of Convocation; becauſe ſome of the moſt 
conſiderable Perſons in both Houſes had been alſo Mem- 
bers in 1640. | | 

3. If ſo much Buſineſs could be regularly and effectu- 
ally diſpatch'd (as in Fact it was) without Interme- 
diate Seſſions; this proves the late pretence of a nece{- 
fity thereof to the Proceedings and even the Being of 
Convocation, to be very groundleſs. 

4. The ordinary way of fitting and preparing all 
the Buſineſs of that time, was in Committees : And there- 


fore the Propoſition lately made by our Metropolitan 


and Biſhops, That the Lower Houſe might meet in 


Committees and 23 Matters, in the Intervals of 


Seſſions, was exactly agreeable to the Cuſtom of Con- 
vocation, and an effectual Proviſion for the diſpatch of 
Buſineſs in the Lower-houſe. Eſpecially, with this ad- 
ditional Conceſſion, That on the Synodical Days they 
will not ordinarily inſiſt upon a diſcharge of the Clergy 
by the Prolocutor, immediately upon his receiving the 
Schedule; bur give him leave to reſpite it till he ſee the 


— 


* The original Regiſter is publiſhr in the Appendix to the Synodus 
Anglicana. 
Buſi- 
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Bufineſs of that day at an end. As to the Power of 
diſmiſſing them immediately, if they ſee cauſe; the re- 
ſervation of that to the Governours of the Church is ab- 
ſolutely neceſſary : Unleſs we would have Epiſcopal 
Preshyters ſo independent on the Superior Order, as to 
proceed Synodically in what Manner, upon what Buſi- 
neſs, and to what Degrees, they pleaſe, in defiance of 
their Metropolitan and Biſhops. Whatever Opinion 
any Man may have of the preſent Clergy, he cannot 
foreſee of what Spirit future Presbyters may be; and it 


> would be a ſtrange Thing in an Epiſcopal Church, to ſee 
® Presbyters carrying on Debates ({uppoſe againſt the 
= Epiſcopal Order, or the Eſtabliſhment of the Church) 
and no Superior Power in the Church to controul or ſe- 
= parate them. 


If they ſay, that in ſuch a Caſe it will always be in 


the Power of the Prince to break off their Debates : We 


reply, That it is as much in the Prince's Power to re- 
- ſtrain any Archbiſhop from making long Continuations, 
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” whenever the Good and Intereſt of the Church ſhall re- 


quire ſhort ones; which is the great Danger they pre- 
tend from ſuch a Truſt in the Metropolitan's Hands. 
But if this Superior Power of the Prince be a ſufficient 
Proviſion againſt any Abuſe of Liberty by the Clergy, . 
it is at leaſt as good a Proviſion againſt the Abuſe of 
Authority by the Metropolitan. 


IV. Una cum ulteriore Continuatione & Prorog at ione , 
dierum extunc ſequentium & Locorum (ſi oporteat) in 
ea parte fiend”. 


From the moſt natural meaning of the Clauſe imme-- 


| diately preceding this, it plainly appears, that the Sche- 


dule Continues the Convocation, with all the Mem- 
bers and Buſineſs of it, in the preſent State, to a certain 


Day therein ſpecify'd. And as the Archbiſhop by his 1ſt 
Sum- 
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Summons requires their Attendance on a fixt Day, 
with the addition of any further Day to which he may 
ſee it neceſſary to Continue them; ſo, we fee, every 
Schedule and Act of Continuation Aſſerts and Recognizes 
the Power of the Metropolitan (when that farther Day 
comes) to make a yet farther Continuation ; as the Bu- 
ſine{- of the Synod, and the Affairs of the Church may 
require. Which I need but juſt mention here, to com- 
pleat this Commentary vpon the Schedule ; becauſe the 
Force and Meaning of that Clauſe (as it ſtands in the 
Archiepiſcopal Summons, and is recited in the Royal 
Writ of Prorogation) are ſo particularly explain'd in the 
beginning of this Paper. 


BUT I muſt not omit a diſtinction lately fram'd 
to warrant Intermediate Seſſions of the Clergy, and in 
ſome ſort to reconcile them to the Schedule, tho? that 
(as we have ſeen) Continue the Clergy, as well as Pre- 
lats, in the State they then are, to a further Day. It is 
ſaid, That the Clergy Summon'd to Convocation, may 
ſit and act as Members thereof in a double Capacity, 
i. e. Synodically, and, As 4 Honſe: Meaning by the Sy- 
nodical Seſfion, their meeting on the common Day, to 
which the Biſhops and Clergy are Continu'd by the 
Archiepiſcopal Schedule, and on which the preſent 
Clergy profeſs themſelves willing to Attend: But then 
they ſay, that as 4 Houſe they are left to their own li- 
berry of Sitting and Acting in the Intervals, and are 
not affected in that Capacity by the Continuation 
Above. 

Which Diſtinction might be in ſome meaſure ſer- 
viceable to their Cauſe, were it conſiſtent either with 
the nature of Provincial Synods in general, or with the 
particular Uſage and Conſtitution of an Exgliſb Synod ; 
but agreeing with neither, or rather contradicting both, 
the diſtinction is meerly Notional, and ſuch as can have 


no 
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no Authority in the Deciſion of Legal Rights. It is 
no new thing among Speculative Men, to frame a Va- 
riety of Schemes for the more perfect Government of 
Church or State ; and the Schemes being their own, 
they may conſider the Legiſlative Body in each, under 
as many different Viems and Capacities as their Fancy 
ſhall ſuggeſt. But when we are ſpeaking of the preſent 
Rights in an Eſtabliſh*d Conſtitution ; the Queſtion 
is not, into how many Forms a working Fancy may 
mould the Conſtitution, but where it is that Law and 
Cuſtom have plac'd the Right. 

As to the Conſtitution of Provincial Synods in gene- 
ral, it is well known, that the Preſence of the Metro- 
politan is abſolutely neceſſary to make it a Synod, and 
that no Members of ſuch a Synod did in any Age of the 
Church ever attempt to hold a Seſſion without him. 
The addition of the Inferior Clergy to an Exgliſb Pro- 
vincial Synod may in other reſpects have made ſome 
Changes in the Proceedings of it (and whatever Pri- 
vileges the plain Practice of former Convocations will 
give them, are readily own*d and granted by the Arch- 
biſhop and Biſhops ;) but ſince it is a peculiar Honour 
which they enjoy above the Presbyters of any other 
Church, to be neceſſary Members of a Provincial Sy- 
nod; they ought in Reaſon to ſubmit to the eſtabliſh*d 
Methods of ſuch a Synod ; at leaſt, when Cuſtom is 
the only Title by which they are Members of Convo- 
cation, they ſhould in Prudence pay ſo much regard 
to the Goodneſs and Authority of that Title, as to ſuf- 
fer it to determine what are the regular Methods of 
Acting in it. | 

In the preſent Caſe, it is the Uſage of an Exgliſb Sy- 
nod, that the Metropolitan Summon it to meet, That 
he Preſide in it when met, and (as the Tenor of the 
Schedule plainly ſhows) That at the end of every Seſſi- 
on he Continue the Prelats and Clergy in the State = 

then 
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then are to a farther Day. The natural Meaning of 
which is, that the Clergy, as well as Biſhops, are unca- 
pable of holding a Seſſion till that Day : and they who 
condemn this Meaning, and contend for any other, 
ought to ſhow that this is diſagreeable, 2nd their own 
agreeable, to the Uſage of Convocation. It allo lays 
upon them, to find ſome good reaſon how the Clergy, 
who are Continu'd in the ſame Terms, and by the ſame 
Act with the Biſhops, came by a Liberty, which the 
Biſhops have not, to hold a ſeparate Seſſion in the mean 
time. The Schedule of Continuation evidently puts 
them in the ſame State during the Intervals, and the 
foregoing Deduction of Concurrent Seſſions in the two 
Houſes (eſpecially in 1661. when fo much Buſineſs 
was depending) proves the Clergy of former times 
to have been govern'd by that plain and 2 Me an- 
ing of the Schedule; pretending to hold no Seſſions, 
but under the Preſidency of the Metropolitan, and in 


conjunction with their Biſhops. 


That the Lower-Clergy, when regularly met, have 
the denomination of a Houſe, and a Right to ſeparate 
Debate, is not deny*d ; but the Queſtion is, Whether 


they can regularly meet as a Houſe and hold a Seſſion, 


on any Day but that to which the Metropolitan Con- 


tinues them? We ſee, the Act of Continuation ſuſpends 


their Seſſions, as much as thoſe of the Biſhops; and 
there is no one clear Inſtance in any remaining Journals 
of the Clergy's oppoſing the Tenor of that Act, either 
by Word or Practice: On the contrary, their Compli- 


.ance with it is fully prov'd, as far as the remaining Re- 


.cords will carry us. 

But let us ſuppoſe, that no Records were remaining, 
beſides the Schedule of Continuation ; it is as clear as 
Words can make any Thing, that by this, all Imterme- 


diate Seſſions would be excluded: And the Argument is 


much {tronger, when that Senſe of the Schedule is con- 
ftirmd 
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firm'd by the Practice of Convocation, and we find 
that in a long courſe of Bufineſs, where one would 
moſt naturally look for-ſuch Seſſions, no mark of them 
appears. From whence I conclude, that the diſtincti- 
on between the Clergy's meeting Synoarcally, and 2s 4 
Houſe, is altogether Groundleſs ; becauſe by the Law 
and Cuſtom of Convocation they can never hold a Sefſi- 
on, or be a Houſe, but on the Synodical Day appointed 
by the Metropolitan for that end. Ir is therefore a 
ſtrange way of reaſoning, to prove the Right to Inter- 
mediate Seſſions by a Diſtinction, for which Diſtincti- 
on there is no legal Ground without a Previous Suppoſi- 
tion of ſuch Seſſions. 

The Practice in Parliament, where the Soveraign 
leaves the two Houſes to their own Adjournments, has 
been pleaded in this Caſe : But we have ſufficiently 
ſhown, that this neither is, nor can be, the Uſage of a 
Provincial Synod of Biſhops and Presbyters. The 
Metropolitan muſt be preſent to make a Synod : The 
_ Clergy are conſtantly ſaſpended from Acting till the fur- 
ther Day, which he ſhal] appoint : As Presbyters of an 
Epiſcopal Church they can make no Appointments of 
their own, nor have any Authority over one another : 
In Fact, there is not one clear Inſtance that they ever 
attempted it till theſe Times of Irregularity ; nay, the 
remaining Acts of Convocation prove the quite contra- 
ry. On the other Hand, it is no leſs clear, that as the 
two Houſes of Parliament conſiſt of Perſons no way un- 
capable of governing their own Bodies; fo it 1s the 
Cuſtom there, for the Soveraign to leave them to their 
own ſeparate Appointments, and for the two Houſes - 
to Adjourn themſelves at Pleaſure independent of each 
other, and without any mutual knowledge or notice of 
the Times to which they Adjourn. This is the Kega- 
lar Proceeding of Parliament, becauſe Uſage has made 
it ſo; it is Irregular in W becauſe Uſage, as 

well 
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well as the Character of the Members, determines the 
quite contrary. Jes t | 

It is no hard matter (if Men will ſet themſelves 
about it) to obſerve ſeveral Likeneſſes in Governments, 
. very differently Conſtituted ; and when that is done, 
to draw parallels between them, and make the moſt 
probable Conjectures they can, concerning the orginal 
of particular Cuſtoms. This, I ſay, is a very innocent 
Entertainment; no Conſtitution being alter'd, nor any 
Man's Claim or Property affected by it. But when a 
particular Kight comes to be conteſted among the Mem- 
bers of any Body, ſuch general Reſemblances are not re- 
garded in the determination, but a ſtrict Enquiry is 
made into the Law and Caſtom of the Body in that par- 
ticular Caſe. | 7 W 
| They who would introduce Proceedings into Con- 
| vocation, becauſe they are us'd in Parliament, have 
ö been often ask'd, Whether the uſe of any Cuſtom in 
| Parliament, be enough to make it a Rule in Convocati- 
on? In anſwer to which, they have freely own'd, that 
it is not, and that they are far from pretending to equal 
1 Privileges with the Honourable Houſe of Commons. 
i But they would never ſay (tho? often preſs d to it) how 
it comes to paſs that their pretended Alliance to Parlia- 
ment entitles them to ſome Parliamentary Privileges and 
not to others? Why to theſe they claim, more than to 
all the reſt ? If it be their Opinion, that ſome Uſages, 
| now eſtabliſh'd in Convocation by long Practice, were 
55 orig inally taken from the like Uſages in Parliament; they 
are at liberty to think in that matter as they pleaſe: But 
whatever was the Occaſion or Motive upon which they 
firſt began to be practis'd, it is upon Cuſtom that they 
are now become Rules in Convocation. And he who 
j ſhall ſay (without regard to former Practice) that this 
or that Uſage of Parliament ought to be a Rule in Con- 
vocation, becauſe perhaps it ſuits his Fancy, or falls 


In 
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in with the Scheme he has laid, is really making a »ew 
Conſtitution, and not reaſoning about ancient Rights. 
I will only add, That the preſent Majority of the 
Clergy have openly claim'd Powers and Privileges 
which ſet them in ſome reſpects above the Honourable 
Houſe of Commons: Such are, A Right in the Pro- 
locutor to give an Oath, with a Right in the Houſe to 
Chooſe their own Aftuary or Clerk, and to ſet up a De- 
uty-Prolocutor to moderate their Debates in the Pro- 
locutor's Abſence ; and all this by their own Authority, 
without the privity of the Archbiſhop or Biſhops. 
But this by the way. 


Having ſo particularly explain'd the Schedule, and 
confuted the Arguments by which ſome of the Clergy 
have endeavour'd to evade the true and natural Senſe of 
it ; I may have leave to affirm, That the late Claims 
of Adjourning ſeparately and holding Intermediate Seſſi- 
ons purſuant to ſuch Adjournments, are, 1. Againſt 
the plain Meaning and Purport of the Schedule, which 
Continues the Prelats and Clergy, joyntly and equally, 
in the State they then are, to the next Synodical Day. 2. A- 
gainſt the Language of the entire Journals of the Low- 
er-Houſe ; which ſhows, that the uſual way by which 
the Clergy have been diſcharg'd from preſent Atten- 
dance, has been the Prolocutor's Iztimating to them that 
Continuation ; without any Marks of Conſent, either 
ask d by the Prolocutor, or given by the Houſe. 3. A- 
gainſt the Practice of Convocation, which has been, 
to hold Seſſions in Conjunction only with the Upper- 
Houſe, purſuant to that Intimation of the Prolocutor ; 
and if Buſineſs was to be prepar'd, to do it in Commit- 
tees, during the Inter vals between ſuch Seſſions. 4. A- 
gainſt the known Power of the Metropolitan; whoſe 
Right it is, as Prefident of the whole Convocation, to 
Preſide in every Seſſion, —_ Perſonally or by a Com- 
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miſſary deputed ſpecially for that end. 5. Againſt the 
Epiſcopal Rights; the chief of which is, to be Superior 
to Presbyters in Order and Authority, and that no Ce 


ſures ſhall be inflicted, or Co-ercive Power exercis'd in 


the Church, but either immediately by them, or by 
an Authority deriv'd from them: Whereas in theſe 
new Claims and Practices, Presbyrers take upon them 
to give ſolemn Admonitions in virtue of their own Pow- 
er, and to exerciſe Authority over one another,  with- 
out the Commiſſion, or even Knowledge, of their Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Superiors. 6. Againſt the Character of 
Epiſcopal Presbyters ; all whoſe Proceedings as ſuch 
(and eſpecially in a Provincial Synod) ought to be in 
Subordinat ion to their Eccleſiaſtical Governours; but 
by theſe late Principles, they ſer up a Government with- 


in themſelves independent on the Metropolitan and 


Biſhops. And if they make an Authoritative Appoint- 
ment of Seſſions, and then hold them ſeparately with- 


out the Preſence of any Superiors, and have an Inhe- 


rent Power in their own Body, by which the Seſſions 
are held and manag'd, they may on ſuch Days be much 
more properly term'd a Presbyterian Aſſembly ,-» than 
Members of a Provincial Synod of Prelats and Clergy. 
Nor would it eaſily enter into the Thoughts of any 
Man, upon ſeeing the Seſſions in one Journal ſo far 
exceed thoſe of the other in Number (as upon a Suppo- 
ſition of Intermediate Seſſions they muſt do, and in Fact 
have done) none, I ſay, would imagin that both could 
be the Acts of one and the ſame Provincial Synod, 
call'd by the ſame Summons, to proceed joyntly under 
the ſame common Head or Preſident. 

To ballance theſe uncanonical and miſchievous Con- 
ſequences of the Lower houſe-Claims, thoſe of the Up- 


per are alſo charg'd with divers Inconveniences ; which 


have been varioully aggravated, but all terminate in 
this, That the Power of Proroguing, aſſerted to the 


Me- 
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Metropolitan, enables him to defeat all the Ends of Con- 
vocation, eſpecially as to the Inferior Clergy ; either 
1. By ſhortning the Seſſions, and denying them time 
convenient to Prepare any Matters which they may 
take into their Conſideration; or 2. By making ſuch 
long Contiouations, as may deprive them of proper 
opportunities to report it. 

To the firſt of theſe, The want of Time convenient 
for the preparation of Buſineſs; a fuli and clear Anſwer 
is return'd already, That however they may be cut off 
or interrupted on the Synodical-day (which yet is not 
to be preſum'd, unleſs ſome extraordinary occaſion be 
given) the preparation of Buſineſs is ſufficiently pro- 
vided for by Committees meeting in the Intervals ; ac- 
cording to the late Propoſition made to the Lower- 
houſe by their Lordſhips, and as it was practiſed in the 
preparing and ripening of all that Bufineſs throughout 
the Convocation of 1661. | 

The ſecond Objection, That it empowers the Me- 
tropolitan to make ſuch long Continuations, as may 
deprive them of proper opportunites to report Buſineſs, 
ſhall be conſider'd with regard, 1. To Government in 

eneral. 2. To the particular Caſe before us. 

I. With regard to Government in general, it muſt be 
remember'd, 1. That in all Government, whether of 
Church or State, an ultimate ſr«/t is of neceſſity to be 
lodg*d ſomewhere ; and whomſoever the Conſtitution 
makes Superior, in him that Truſt is of courſe veſted ; 
or rather, he becomes Superior by having ſuch a Truſt 
veſted in him. | | 

2. Altho' there can be no abſolute aſſurance that a Go- 
vernor will not abuſe his Fruſt; yet the poſſibility of his 
abuſing it was never thought a ſufficient Reaſon, either 
why it ſhould not be lodg'd in him at firſt by the ori- 

inal Conſtitution, or be afterwards taken from him; 
cauſe in ſome hand it muſt be, and there cannot in 
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any * be an abſolute Security that it will not be 
. abus'd. 

3. By the Laws and Conſtitution of the Engliſh 
State, the Truſt is lodg'd in Ore, viz. the Sovereign; 
and the true Friends of our eſtabliſht Conſtitution al- 
ways ſhow, againſt the Suggeſtions of Dangers and In- 
conveniences rais'd by factious and deſigning Men, that 
the Inconveniences of both Sides being put in the bal- 
lance, there is greater Safety and Advantage in this, than 
in any other Form of Government that they would ſet 
up or recommend. On the other hand, the Favourers 
ofa Common- wealth have always endeavour'd to poſ- 
ſeſs the People with an Opinion, that the Execution of 
the Laws, and a Power of ſtopping that Execution or 
perverting it to the ruin of the People, 1s too great and 
weighty a Truſt to be lodg'd in the Hands of a ſingle 
Perſon. Particularly, the Power of Proroguing and 
Diſſolving Parliaments has ever been the great Topick 
upon which Diſtruſts and Jealouſies and theſe Paſſibili- 
ties of Miſchief, have been improv'd and propagated. 
Once, we know, their Endeavours ſucceeded, and it 
was put out of the Power of the Crown to ſeparate 
them; but the terrible Effects, both in Church and 
State, which follow'd upon that Experiment, have ſuf- 
ficiently warn'd us againſt liſtning to ſuch popular Cla- 
mours, and ſhown how much ſaler that Truſt is in the 
Hands of One than of Mazy. 

4. However States may be at liberty to transfer or 
reſtrain any Power, according to the meaſures of haman 
Policy, and the circumſtances of 7;mes and Things ; in 
the Charch, the Power is otherwiſe ſettPd, and the per- 
petual Government thereof committed to the Biſhops, 
with an Inferior Order of Presbyters, to be ſubje& to 
them, and to act only by an Authority deriv'd from 
them. It then the Civil Power in any Nation ſhall 
enable Presbyters to exerciſe Juriſdiction over one ano- 


ther, 
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ther, and to ſet up a Government within themſelves in- 
dependent on the Biſhops; ſo far, in proporton to the 
degrees of Independence, they render it an Un- Epiſco- 
pal Church, and preſume to make the Government of 
it wiſer and more perfect, than that on which it was 
founded at firſt, 

Among the Biſhops (as Governors of the Church) 
there has been, as far back as Hiſtory will carry us, One 
above the reſt, entruſted with the Execution of Eccle- 
ſiaſtical Laws, and with this particular Power of Sum- 
moning Synods and Preſiding in them; who, from his 
Reſidence in the chief City of the Province, was call'd 
the Metropolitan. The Pre-eminence of which Office is 
ſtyl'd Ancient, even by the Council of Nice; and is 
prov'd by the learned * Dr. Beveridge, to deſcend, if not 
by poſitive Inſtitution, at leaſt by Example and Imita- 
tion, from the Apoſtles themſelves. That ſingle Per- 
ſon is the Center of Unity to his Suffragan-Biſhops: 
and therefore the Puritans of this Nation, to carry on 
their Deſigus of diſſolving and aboliſhing Epiſcopacy, 
ſet out with Objections againſt the Metropolit ical Power; 
by the deſtruction whereof, as they very well knew, 
the united Intereſts of the Church would of courſe be 
diſſolv'd, and an eaſy paſſage made to the deſtruction of 
the Order of Biſhops, and the whole Eſtabliſhment 
with it. But Biſhop + Bilſon, and other learned Divines 
of our Church, ſaw the pernicious effects of diminiſh- 
ing that ancient and neceſſary Authority; and there- 
fore they defended it againſt the Puritans, with the ut- 
molt Zeal, upon its primitive Antiquity, with the Re- 
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* Codex Canonum, cap. 5. 

T See a late Paper, entitl'd, The Parallel Continu d; ſhewing ſe · 
veral of the preſent Arguments againſt the Power of the Metropolitan, 
to be the very ſame which the Puritans advanc d, and Biſhop Biſſon, 
&c, confured, | 
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verence it has ever had in all Epiſcopal Churches, and 
the evident neceſſity and advantage of it towards ſup- 
8 the common Intereſts both of Biſhops and 
Clerpy. 

Il. Wir regard to the particular Caſe before us, 
and the pretended Dangers and Inconveniences of a 
Power in the Metropolitan to Prorogue an Engliſh Sy- 
nod, I obſerve, 

1. That if ir be veſted in him, as Metropolitan, by the 
Conſtirution(which,]think,appears ſufficiently from the 
Schedule of Continuation, and all the circumſtances of 
Executing it) the Safery and Convenience of itis to be in 
reaſon preſusd, tiil we find the contrary in Experience. 
It is not the Power that the Danger lies in, but the poſ- 
ſibility of abaſing it to the detriment of the Church: and 
our having had no Metropolitan, in ſo many hundred 
Years, of a diſpoſition to injure the juſt Rights of the 
Church or Clergy, is a good reaſon why we ſhould 
not diſtruſt the future Care of Providence over us. 

I know, the Oppreſion of the Clergy has of late been a 
loud Clamour among ſome Men ; but if (as we have 
prov*d) the Archbiſhop and Biſhops have been only 
defending ſuch Rights of their own as they conceiv'd 
neceſlary to the Being of Epiſcopacy, all the Clamours 
of that kind are unjuſt and malicious Slanders, and the 
Proceedings of ſome in the Lower-houſe, a courſe of 
Irregularity and Undutifulneſs; to give them the gen- 
tleſt Names. 

2. Altho? the Continuation, by the Tenor of the 
Schedule, be the Act of the Archbiſhop alone; yet our 
preſent Metropolitan has never executed it, but with 
the expreſs Conſent of his Suffragans aſſembl'd in Sy nod; 
as appears from the Entries of that Act in the original 
Regiſters, at the concluſion of each day's Seſſion: So 
tender has he been in the Exerciſe of his Power, and ſo 
far from encroaching upon the Privileges of others. 


Nor 
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Nor did the Writers in behalf of his Grace's Authority, 
ever undertake to determine how far the Cuſtom of ask- 
ing the Conſent of his Suffragans, may by this time 
have made it neceſſary ; but always wav'd the deciſion 
of that, as a Point which had not the leaſt Influence 
upon the Heads in Controverlie, viz. upon the Sepa- 
rate Adjournments and Intermediate Seſſions of the 
Clergy. But yet, as if his Grace had all along Conti- 
nu*'d without the Conſent of his Suffragans, and the Aſ- 
ſerters of his Power had expreſly dexy'd the Right. of the 
Biſhops to Conſent upon the foundation of Cuſtom ; 
thoſe of the Lower houſe have not only made the World 
believe, that his Grace claims and exerciſes the ſole 
Power of Adjourning without any limitation, but have 
openly reproach'd his Suffragans upon this Head for 
permitting their Rights to be invaded; tho 'the ſame 
Clergy know, that theſe very Suffragans have had the 
utmoſt ſhare that Cuſtom can give them (i. e. their 
Conſent) in every ſingle Act of Continuation at which 
e bro adn ti. 
But the concealment of this, ſerv'd a double end. 
The preſent Proceedings of the Archbiſhop in Convo- 
cation were to be repreſented as arbitrary in themſelves, 
and dangerous in the conſequence: And they ſaw that 
his ating, fing) would look like a Contempt even of 
his. own Brethren, and be thought a conſiderable Ag- 
avation. Again, their Deſign was, to bring over the 
i{bops. to join with them in their new Claims: but in 
that they ha ye been exceedingly deceiv'd ; their Lord- 
Thing being, Þ Jar from thuoking any .of coir ie 
in, Sanger Frop, the ee SORE Ae e Fane, 
have Zealouſly concur'd With him in the whole Gare 
of this Diſpute; as believing the Ep//copal Rights and 
Authority to be more nearly concern'd, than the Me- 


tropolitical as ſuch. | 
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3. Suppoſe his Grace were under- no Reſtraint from 
his Suffragans; he is always under the Directions of a 
King or Queen who has the Supremacy. And though 
they cannot Continue the Convocation, becauſe it is a 
Canonical Act, and muſt be done in a Canonical way; 
yet the Sovereign may determin, as oft as there is cauſe 
ro interpoſe, how Bort or how long the Continuations 
{hall be, and has a Right to be obey'd by the Arch- 
biſhop. If therefore in any time to cotne, the Province 
ſhall be pur under the Government of ſuch a Metropo- 
litan as this Church has not yer known, that is, one 
diſpo?d to injure the Church and Clergy by an abnſe of 
his Power; this Branch of it will enable him to effect 
nothing, except it fall out that the Sovereign is of the 
ſame Diſpoſition. S. EE 

4. Suppoſe the Metropolitan to have no Reſtraint 
Either from the Prince or from his Suffragans; nay, ſup- 
poſe he had the Help and Concaurrence of both, towards 
carrying on all the Miſchiefs to the Church which ſuch 
a Right could, poſſibly enable him to work ; whar is 
it that an Archbiſhop, fo diſpos d and fo aſſiſted, could 
do in vittue of this Power? I fay ia virtue of this 
Power; for, without doubt, by orher Branches of the Au- 
thority veſted in him, he might in a few years do con- 
fiderable Miſchief to the Church; and yet the pn. 
ky of miſapplying them was never thought a Reaſon 
why they ought not to be traſted in his Hands. But our 
prefent concern is only with the Power of Dunz 
how far that would enable him to prejudice the Church 
I we will believe the * Varrative of the Lower-houſe, 
the ao, any one Man with ſuch a Power would 
draw after it immediate Ruin and Peſtruction: The 
whole eftabliſht Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitution will depend ſo 
entirely upon his pleaſure, that ſhould he ſo think fit, he a- 
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tone might effetFually give it up to alteration or deſtraction. 
But ſuch imaginary Dangers are rais'd, only to affright 
and amuſe unwary Readers, who may not attend to 
the natural connexion and conſequence of Things. The 
whole Eſtabliſhment given up to alteration or deſtruction by 
the advantage of this Continuing Power! How, I 
pray ? Does that Power enable him to Alter or Repeal 
either Civil Statutes or Eccleſiaſtical Canons? And is not 
the eſtabliſht Conſtitution contain'd in theſe? Does his 
Continuing the Convocation, Continue the Eccleſiaſti- 
cal Courts and Proceedings in every Dioceſe ? Or does 
it any way affect or /#ſpend the Laws in being or the 
Execution of them ? Not in the leaſt. Ler the worſt- 
diſpos'd Archbiſhop make the ot of that Power, and 
have it abſolutely in his own Hands, without Reſtraint 
either from the Prince or his Suffragans; it could but 
enable him to prevent the making of? new Canons durin 
his own Life: and throughout this Age and the laſt, 
the Church has in ſeveral Periods not only ſubſiſted, but 
flouriſht as much as ever, under the tnfluence and exe- 
cution of her eltabliſht Laws, without receiving or 
needing the leaſt Aſſiſtance from the Legiſlature, in many 
Years together. ene rae: þ 

I am as little for the Diſaſe of Synods, as they who 
make them mTeceſſary Attendants upon our Parliaments, 
and who have told the Parliament that how oft or how 
long ſoever they meet and fit, they have a Right to be 
Attended by a Convocation. But I could never think 
this Principle, if it was true, any Branch of the Liber 
ties or Privileges of the Church. A Privilege to Attend, 
(that is, a Privilege to wait and be 1n the way upon a 
poſſibility of being wanted) was always with me a 
Contradiction in Terms. Nor could I ever think ir 
for the real Intereſt of the Church and Religion, that 
Attendance of any kind ſhould draw ſuch a number of 
the moſt eminent Clergy from their Cures, except 
5 G 2 upon 
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upon the plain Weceſſit ies of the Church: And this can- 
not ſo frequently happen, after her DoQarin and Diſei- 
pline, with regular Courts for the maintenance of both, 
are all eſtabliſh'd by Laws and Canons. And in Fact, 
ſince the Reſtoration, the Church was not thought to 
need a fitting Synod for twenty Years together and up- 
wards; as alſo between that and the Reformation, we 
find large Intermiſſions of many Years, in which little 
or no Buſineſs of an Eccleſiaſtical Nature, but onty the 
granting of Subſidies, was conſider'd in Convocation : 
A due Execution of the ſtanding Laws and Canons be- 
ing found a ſufficient Proviſion for the Peace, Order 

and Diſcipline of the Church. | 
In ſuch Circumſtances, a Diſcharge from Synodical 
Attendance b long Continuations, will be acknow- 
ledg'd an Eaſt and Advantage to the Clergy; whoſe 
Cures and Juriſdictions ought-not to loſe the Benefit of 
their Preſence, except the publick Affairs of the Church 
require it. And at Times when they do nt require it, 
I hope, the Conſtitution is ſafe enough, with the Pom- 
er of Continuing or Suſpending Synodical Buſineſs, in 
the Metropolitan's Hands. | 
But ſuppoſe, what has never hapn'd and we may 
hope never will, that there ſhould be a Prince, a Me- 
tropolitan, and Biſhops, all Unfriendly ro the Intereſts 
of the Church, at a Time when long Continuations, 
without doing Buſineſs, would be Inconvenient ; yet 
ſtill there is a very great difference between the tempo- 
rary Inconvenience of wanting for the preſent ſome 
Improvements or Regulations that might be made in 
our Diſcipline, and (what they pretend) the utter Ra- 
in of the Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitution: This latter can- 
not happen, while the Laws in being have their free 
Courſe (which Courſe is not ſtopt, or hinder'd, or in 
the leaſt affected by this Continuing Power; ) and 


ſhould it ever happen, that both Civil and Eccleſiaſti- 
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cal Governours join in ſuch a Combination as to Syn- 
dical Matters, the Being of our Conſtitution is ſuffici- 
ently ſecur'd and ſupported by the ſtanding Diſcipline 
of the Church, till a more favourable opportunity for 
Improvement and Reformation may be had. And if 
Abuſes happen to creep into the Spiritual Courts, and 
(which is more than we ought to ſuppoſe) the Biſhops 
of any Age neglect to reform them, upon their Clergy*s 
Complaint for want of Juſtice and Protection; Appeals 
in all Cauſes lye to the Superior Courts: as the Infe- 
rior (upon ſuch neglect) would fall under the Regula- 
tion of the Legiſlative Power, when Abuſes ſhould grow 
into an Obſtruction of the Courſe of Juſtice, and an 
Oppreſſion of the Subject. But ſo far avere former 
Times from diſtruſting the Zeal and Vigilance of the 
Biſhops, that when Abuſes in any Dioceſe were com- 
plain'd of in Convocation, the Care of reforming them 
was ordinarily committed'to rhe Biſhop thereof, by the 
Metropolitan and his Suffragans ; and that was thought 
by. the Glen 1 a ſufficient Anſwer. _ Ar 
The 810 t is this: Engliſh Metropolitans, hitherto, 
have been Patrons of the Church and her true Inte- 
reſts : If any one. hereafter ſhould prove otherwiſe, the 
Prince and the Suffragans are Reſtraints on each Hand 
from any Abuſe of this Continuing Power: If all theſe 
ſhould agree, the utmoſt that could be effected in vir- 
tue of ſuch a Power, would be an Iatermiſſion of Sy- 
nodical Buſineſs while the Agreement holds: Daring, 
many ſuch Intermiſſions (choſen both by Biſhops and 
Clergy) in this and the lalt Age, the Church flouriſh'd, 
and Religion was ſafe, under the Protection of the Eſta- 
bliſh'd Diſcipline; And if what is fo unlikely, ſhould 
ever happen (vis. ſome one Metropolitan hindrin 
Synodical Buſineſs, when it would be for the Benefit 
of the Church) this. can amount to no more than a 
temporary Inconvenience ; the Being and Conſtitution of 
the Church reſting ſafely upon the Foundation of for- 
mer 
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mer Laws, which this Continuing Power can neither 


Repeal, nor Suſpend, nor any way Invalidate, 

Now, if Inconveniences, ſo unlikely to happen, and 
ſo inconſiderable when they do, ſhould be allow'd a 
ood reaſon why Power is not to be Entraſted, or the 
Truſt to be remod' d; no Authority can be ſupported, 
nor 20 75 executed, in any Government, Eccleſiaftical 
or Civil. . 


It were eaſy to ſhow, how the ſame kind of Truſts 
are ſettl'd in the Conſtitutions of Izferior Societies; where 
the Power to Appoint publick Meetings, to Preſide in, 
and to Separate them, is often left to the Prudence 
and Authority of a ſingle Perſon. And yet it is plain, 
that the publick Intereſt of the Body might ſuffer ex- 
treamly, if that Perſon ſhould deny convenient Oppor- 
tunities of meeting as a Body, or (which is the ſame 
Thing) of Acting and Proceeding when they are met. 
But the Law reaſonably preſumes, that He who is ſo 
Entruſted, being himſelf part of the Body; and having 
at leaſt an equal Intereſt with the reſt in the regular uſe 


of that Power, will not Abuſe it 
It may be more to our prefent Purpoſe, to obſerve, 


that as theſe Poſſibilities of Miſchief have been made a 
ſtanding Objection by Republicans, againſt Truſting 


our Monarchs with the Power which the Conſtitution 
of the State has given them; fo it is no nem Thing with 


the Enemies of our gen. re Conſtitution, to turn 

the Metropolitan's Power 
in the Church. The Paritans (as we have obſerv'd al- 
ready ) contended earneſtly for an entire Abolition of it, 
and an Equality among the Biſhops; and inveigh'd 
much againſt what they calPd the Ambitious and Thran- 


nous Dominion of Metropolitans ; but theſe Clamours 
were Confuted and Silenc'd, from Reaſon and Antiqui- 
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ty, by ſome of the moſt learned Men of Queen Eliza--. 
berls Reign. And long before that time, the Papifts,. 
Envying as well as Fearing that Authority in the Hands 
of a Proteſtant, repreſented one Branch of it to 
King Henry VIII. as highly dangerous to the Conſtitu · 
tion and Diſcipline of the Church. n. 

The Caſe was thus: In the Year, 1535. Archbiſhop 
Cranmer iſſu'd a Monition , requiring the Biſhop of 
London, the Abbots, Priors, &c. to appear before him 
at a Viſitation, which he intended to hold at St. Pauls. 
But Stoteſſey, then Biſhop of the Dioceſe, and a pro- 
fels'd Enemy to Crammer and the Reformation, pro- 
teſted againſt the Hathority of the Monition, for this 
among other Reaſons, * That therein the Archbiſhop did 
3 intimate and ſignify, that he would in his Jiſitation 


Y /aſpond all the Fariſdittion of the Biſbop, the Dean, and 


Archdeacon, from the beginning thereof to the ending: And 
his Reaſoning upon the Conſequence of ſuch a Power, is 
to this effect, That the Archbiſhop need only to Viſit 
every Dioceſe of his Province, and Continue the Viſita- 
tions from'Time to Time; and he might by that means 
keep in his'own Hands the ſuriſdiction of the whole 
Province, as long as he pleas'd : Sothat (ſays he in his 
Appeal) He only, and mo other, ſhoald be Biſhop, but Titu- 
lans, in ul bis Province, darung bis Lafe, but at bis Pleu- 
ſure. Which Inference is in . teaſure true, ſup- 
poſing an induſtrious miſapplication of ſuch a Power to 
the Worſt Ends that could poſſibly be effectee. 

The Archbiſhop reply'd only in general, That this 
ſuſpending of the juriſdiction of Biſhops, &c. during 
his Viſkation, was 0 mare than his Predeceſſors had aſual- 
h done in theſe Caſes. We may now add, That it is 
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no more than what his Sucreſſors have uſually done 
ever ſince: No ſuch Viſitations being ſuppoſed, but 
upon a Preſumption of Abuſes or Defects, in the 
ordinary Diſciplin ; and the Church judging it unfit 

; that an Iuferior ſhould go on in the free Exerciſe of his 
Juriſdiction, while himſelf is under the Examination 
of his Superior about the paſt Uſe of it, and his Clergy 
by a Canonical Citation made accountable to the ſame 
Superior. But becauſe it would be highly prejudicial 
to the Church, if a /p were put to the Proceedings of 
her Courts; therefore, during that Interval, the Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Laws commit the Juriſdiction, to the Per- 
fon in whoſe Hands they have truſted the general 
Overſight and Inſpection of the Diſcipline of the whole 


* 


Province. IP TER at Nx 
To this Inſtance, 1 will add but one more. In the 
Year, 1648. when the Parliament offer'd a new Scheme 
of Church-Government:to King Charles I. one ObjeQi- 
on which they made againſt 'Epr/Topacy, and upon which 
they founded the neceſſity of Biſhops having the Conſent 
of Prezbjters; was, That he would otherwiſe have it in 
his Power to Rejet any Perſon offering himſelf 
for Ordination: And they add the ill Conſequence of 
ſuch a Power +, That the Biſhop may choſe, if am Mini- - 
fer at all ſhall be made in the Church of England. The 
Conſeguence is good, becauſe whoever has a Power with- 
in himſelf, has the Choice of Exerting or, not  Exerting 
it; but the Suppoſition upon which they rais'd the 
Danger (vis. that the Biſhops would probably abuſe 
that Power) is ſuch as might be expected from the Anti- 
Epiſcopal Spirit of that Time; and yet not more Ground- 
leſs or more Diſhonourable to the Order, than theſe 
later Suppoſitions, upon which ſome Perſons (who 
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would take it ill to becharg'd with the Spirit of thoſe 
Times) have _— the Dangers of Truſting Au- 
thority in Ove Man's Hand. 

The Application of theſe, and many other Paſſages 
of the ſame kind, which might be produc'd, is very 
obvious, as, 1. That if Pofib:lities of abuſing Power to 
the worſt Exds, were a good Argument againſt the i 
dow of any Conſtitution, however confirm'd and ap- 
prov'd by long uſage and experience, it might be im- 
prov'd to the JeſtruQion of other Rights, as well as that 
of Continuing: In truth, it would be an Objection 
againſt all Truſts, and by conſequence againſt 4 Au- 
thority Entruſted by the Conſtitution of Church or 
State; becauſe every Truſt, as ſuch, implies a poſibi- 
lity of its being Abugd, with a Confidence repos'd in 
the Perſon Entruſted, that he will not abuſe it. 

2, That therefore Inferiors Gif this way of reaſoning 
be good) can never want a Pretence for withdrawing 
their Obedience, when Pride, or Obſtipacy, or a Perſonal 
diflike of their Superiors, ſhall make them uneaſy under 
Government. 

3. That, in Fact, they who have hitherto us'd this 
Argument, have been the profeſs Enemies of our Con- 
ſtitution; and have made it their great Engine to 
overthrow the Eſtabliſhment that was preſent, to the 
end they might open a way for their own Schemes. 
The Papijts and Paritans (we ee) jointly us'd it againſt 
the Charch : and it is well known, to what Condition 
the Conſtitution both of Church and State was reduc'd 
within the Memory of Man, by theſe popular Cla- 
mours of the Danger and Miſchief of truſting Autho- 
rity in the Hands of a ſingle Perſon. 

BEFORE Authority be taten out of one Hand, 
the chief Care always is, That it be not attended with 
worſe Conſequences 1n . J here * the 
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Metropolitan and Biſhops to be in Poſſefon of this Pow- 
er: In actual Poſſeſſion, becauſe it was exercis'd by the 
Preſident, the preſent Lord Biſhop of London, through- 
out the Convocation of 1689, (the Convocation, which 
immediately preceded that, wherein thefe unhappy 
Differences aroſe) without the leaſt Oppoſition from 
the Clergy, or any Pretence to ſeparate Adjournments 
an d Intermediate Seſſions: And, if I am not much 
m ſtaken, the foregoing Commentary upon the Schedule 
proves their Lordſhip's Poſſeſſion to be j«/# and legal, 
by the Conſtitution and Cuſtom of an Exgliſb Sy- 
nod. 
But we will ſuppoſe, for Argument's ſake, that a 
new Conſtitution were to be made, and the Raule of 
framing it to be (as it ought) the Honour and Intereſt of 
the Church and her Synods. An Epiſcopal Church, I 
mean, and a Provincial Synod of Biſhops and Clergy 
united in the Metropolitan : For Privileges and Inde- 
pendences of PRESBYTERS have of late been - 
ſo familiarly term'd the Rights and Liberties of the 
CHURCH, that an impartial Man would be tempt- 
ed to think they had a Church in their Eye, of which the 
Metropolitan and Biſhops were either to be no part, or 
at beſt a very inconſiderable one. But with their leave, 
in reaſoning upon the Honour and Intereſt of the Church, 
and the Methods of promoting both, we will ſuppoſe 
the Biſhops not only to be a part, but the principal part 
of it, as an Order Superior to Presbyters, and who by 
an original Right have in them the Government and 
Authority of the Church, fo as without them it could 
not be a perfect and true Church: And as it becomes 


| lefs true and perfect by every Diminution of the Juſt 


and Original Rights of Epiſcopacy, ſo the ſecurity of 
theſe Rights (as the Springs from whence the whole 
Diſcipline and Miniſtry of the Church is immediately 


deriv*d) ought to be the firſt conſideration in all Eſta- 


bliſhments 


(59) 
bliſhments that pretend to make the good and homar of 
the Church their Rule. | | 

Upon this Principle, the preſent Archbiſhop and his 
Suffragans have thought themſelves oblig'd in Con- 
{ſcience and Duty to the Church, to defend the Autho- 
rity of their Order (convey'd in the original Inſtitution 
of it, confirm'd by the Uſage of this National Church, 
and tranſmitted to them by their Predeceſſors) againſt 
the Encroachments of Presbyters, ſetting up a Govern- 
ment over one another, independent of their Eccleſi- 
aſtical Superiors. That they do ſo in their preſen- 
Claims and Practices, is no leſs plain from the foregoing 
Accounts, than that the Independences they contend 
for have no Foundation in the Uſage of former Times ; 
And therefore ſhould their Lordſhips a//ow their Pro- 
ceedings, they would not only ſuffer the Epiſcopal Au- 
thority to be uſurpt by Presbyters, and the preſent 
Clergy to act and appear like a Presbyterian Aſſembly ; 
but would alſo lay open a way to ſuch further Inde- 
pendences, as any future Presbyters, uneaſy under the 
Superiority of Biſhops, may be diſpos'd to claim. For if 
Presbyters can exerciſe an Authority within themſelves 
independent on their Biſhops in ſome Caſes, it will at 
all times be a ready Inference among the Enemies of 
Epiſcopacy, that they may equally do ſo in all others; 
at leaſt, that the ſame Civil Authority which under- 
takes to give it to them in Syzods, cannot want Power 
to extend that independent Juriſdiction to Caſes of an 
Inferior nature. ; 
A General Negative upon the Upper-houſe (that is, 
a Right to diſobey, if the Majority pleaſe, whatever 
the Archbiſhop and Biſhops ſhall command) is what 
they have openly claim'd and avow'd in the whole 
courſe of this Diſpute; however demonſtrated from the 
Regiſters, ancient and modern, to be an Innovation. 
And if ſuch a Negative, join'd to a pretended Power 
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. courſe of their Proceedings, it is hard to ſay what will. 
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advantage of it, and find ſo fair a 


(60) 
in their Houſe over its own Members, don't raiſe them 
to an Independent and Co-ordinate State in the whole 


Let us ſuppoſe Presbyters met together with this Au- 
thority in their own Body, and in an Intermediate Seſ- 
ſion of their own Appointment, without the Preſence 
or ſo much as Knowledge of any Eccleſiaſtical Supe: 
riots; where is the difference, as to the Methods of 
Acting, between Them and the Aſſembly of Divines 
in 1643.? | | 
If it be ſaid, That nothing they do, can paſs into a 
Synodical Act without the concurrence of the Upper- 
houſe ; neither can any thing their Lordſhips ſhall a- 
gree on, but with the concurrence of the Lower. But 
(to take away even that difference between their Pro- 
ceedings and thoſe of other Presbyters) their late ſe- 
parate Addreſs and Application, without the Upper- 
Houſe, do plainly ſhow that in their own Opinion the 
Approbation or Knowledge of the Archbiſhop and Bi- 
ſhops is not ſo neceſſary, but that it may upon occaſion 
be ſuperſeded, and the Reſolutions of the Lower-houſe 
be made final, and put in practice without it: and to 
how many Purpoſes that — 91 Power may be made 
to extend, we cannot yet tell: It is to be feared, there 
will be few Caſes to which it will not a#xall be extend - 
ed, whenever future Presbyters are * ore to take the 


recedent before 


them. hes 

And as theſe new Claims, are in their tendency thus 
favourable to the Meaſures of PRESBYTERY; 
{o the Principle upon which they are chiefly founded, 
gives the PAPISTS a manifeſt Advantage againſt 
our Reform'd Church. Ever ſince the Reformation, 
they have reproach'd us with a Parliamentary Relizion, 


and the loſs of Eccleſiaſtical Authority and of the Canoni- 


cal Rules of Government in the Church. And the pre- 
| ſent 


( 61) 
ſent Claims of the Lower-houſe are founded upon a 
Principle which evidently juſtifies this Reproach, viz. 
That the Convocation is Summon'd purely by the Au- 
thority of thegPrimce and not at all of the Metropolitan; 
and, That the Conſtitution and Methods of Pro- 
ceeding are both Parliamentary, not Ecclitſiaſt ical. 

It is ſhown, in the foregoing Pages, and more large- 
ly elſewhere, that the Summons is immediately by the 
Metropolitical Authority, and the Method of Pro- 
ceedings exactly Canonical; and that, by conſequence, 
they really meet, fit, and act, and frame and pals their 
Conſtitutions, as an Eccleſiaſtical Body. But the Rea- 

der may ſee from the bare mention of that Parliamentary 

Capacity, ſuppoſing it were true, how impoſſible it 
- would be to confute the Papiſts, when they charge our 
Reformation with ruining the Church's Authority, and 
our Proteſtant Canons and Conſtitutions, as being of a 
Secular Extraction. In ſhort , that Principle making 
Eccleſiaſtical Proceedings an effect and imitation of U- 
ſages in the State, plainly tends to make us an e 
Church: and (if it were ſo in our Church) would be 
a faller Juſtification of the Charge, than any Argu- 
ment that even the Papiſts themſelves have aim'd 
pa Fe 


With what Intent or Diſpoſition the preſent Presby- 
ters may purſue or favour ſuch Meaſures, their own 
Conſciences beft know: The Queſtion is, how far theſe 
Principles and Practices (if now allow'd and eſtabliſnt) 
would promote, or rather of themſelves introduce, the 
Deſigns of Presbytery; whenever either the Laity or 
ſome Leading Members among the Clergy may be diſ- 
pos'd that way. And if the Claims be in themſelves En- 
croachments upon the Epiſcopal 1 and in the 
Conſequences ſo pernicious to the Eſtabliſht Church, 
none who is a real Friend to that Church can wiſh them 
a part of our Conſtitntion. On the other Hand, 5 


* 
* 


( 62) | 
muſt own his Obligation to our Metropolitan and Bi- 
ſhops for their early and reſolute - Oppoſition to theſe At- 
tempts; and confeſs withal, that our Reform'd Epiſ- 
copal Church has been faithfully ferv*dgby thoſe who 
have aſſerted her ancient Authority, andcleared the Re- 
formation from the Charge of deſtroying it, and fo 
prov'd the Conſtitution and Proceedings of her Synods 
to be (what every you Man would wiſh them) agree- 
able to the eſſential Diſtinctions between Biſhops and 
Presbyters. For while this continues to be our Conſt;- 
tution, the Civil State has the honour of being a true 
Patron of the Church, in leaving her to her own anci- 
ent Canonical Methods, as the moft Religious Princes 
and States have ever done: And our Church will be 
always able to juſtify the -eſtabliſht Diſciplin and Pro- 
ceedings, upon the Authority of Primitive Practice; 
while 1n virtue of that Alliance to the Primitive Times, 
our Conſtitution is ſufficiently fenced againſt the At- 
tacks of Presbytery on one Hand, and the RefleCtions of 
Popery on the other. But if this be truly ſerving the 
Church, ſhe has been very much diſſerv d, not to ſay 
betray'd, by ſome others; who have ſhowa their good 
Will at leaſt to transfer her Authority to the State, and 
to make her Synods meet and act in a Civil Capacity 
and by . Rules, and by that Engine have 
endeavour'd to break down the original Diſtinctions 
between Biſhops and Presbyters; in ſhort, they have 
labour'd very hard to make the Conſtitution of our 
— „ ſuch as her Enemies on either Hand could 
W1 it. — fan 


Errata & Addenda, 


of p. 29. are thoſe to which we find expreſs Reference made 
in n of the Books written in defence of the Lower - 
Houſe-Claims. As, Power of the Lower- Houſe, &c. p. 21. 
« The ExtraQts of Dr. Heylin out of the Upper-Houſe-Book, 
“ from 1529, for above 50 Years downwards. In the 
Caſe of the Schedule (p. 82, 84, &c.) reference is often made 


to them, and Paſſages cited out of them. In a later Book, 


entitI'd, The Parliamentary Original, &c. it is ſaid in the Pre- 
face (p. 13.) © Dr. Heylin s Extract is yet a fuller Teſtimony ”, 
&c. But two Paſſages in the 45th Page of that Book (ſuppos'd 
in the Anſwer to it, to be cited from Extract, out the 


Journal) are obſerv'd ſince to be taken from ſome private 
Notes of a Member of that Time; preſerv'd. in Archbiſhop 
Parker's Synodalia, and Publiſh'd by Mr. Strype in Cranmers 


Memoirs. 


Age 5. line 28. read Premoneri. P. 30. I. 10. r. is te Day. 
& The Conceal'd Extratts out of the Journals, ſpoken 
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